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• RAJPUTANA AGENCY. 

POLITICAL BRA.NCH. 


GRIEVANCES OF THE RA WAT OF .SALUMBAB AGAINST MEWAR. 
MISCELLANEOUS DISPUTES WITH THE MEWAR DURBAR (MAIN PILE). 


Feoh the Rawa-t op SAhmeae, petition dated the 1st (eeceived 5th) Febeuaey 1907 
Stating Ms grievances jigainst the Mewar Dn)har. 


2a ' The following is a purport of the Rawat’s grievances : — 

* * * * * 

' 

it * * * ♦ 


' VI. That the Bhils of Nitharia, Sarara and Beras who looted J arole, Khejar and Karavali, 
three of the Thikana^s 1st class villages, were let ofi unpunished by the Durbar Court and the 
loss was not fully compensated. ^ 

"* * * 


VIII. That the Thikana is not now allowed to settle amicably boundary disputes with the 
adjoining States of Banswara, Dungarpur and Partabgarh. 

IX. That the Faujdar and Kamdar of the Thikana were formerly exempt from personal 
attendance at the Durbar Coptts but now it is insisted upon. 

* * * I * * 

XI. That the Durbar harass the Thikana by sending Dhons from time to time. 

3 , The above petition was'handed to the Agent to the Governor-General by the Salumbar 
Kamdar and Vakil on the 5th February 1907. ' 

In this connection kindly see the translation of the Rawat's petition attached to the 
Serial No. 1, Matampupi case. 

In our demi-official letter of the 29th November 1906 the Resident was told that Colonel 
Herbert agreed with him that no action need be taken in the matter of the Rawat’s complaints 
until he had an opportunity of discussing Mewar aSairs with the Agent to the Governor- 
General. 

D. M. Modi, — 13-2-1907. 


4 . 


I understand that Mr. Hilkwishes Agent to the Governor-General to defer any action on 
this case for the present. * 

C. C. Watson,— 18-2-1907. 

ApEHT TO THE GoVBENOE-GeNERAL. 


^0 Yes. We had better write demi-officially to Mr. Hill and say that, after discussing this case 
in connection with Mewar affiairs generally' with him, I propose to await a further report 
from him before dealing with Major Pinhey’s letter No. 412, dated the 23rd August 1906. f 
Serial No. 1, Matampursi case. ’ to receive bis report in six months’ 

Put up file again on the 1 5th August at latest. 

E. G. CoiviN,— 15 - 2 - 1907 . 


' 8AGG3aj. 
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6 , 


7. 


Feom the Resident, Mewae, No. 4i6&, dated the 2Sed Decembee 1907. 


Serial No. 1 


Hegarding the grievances of the ^aieat of Salumbar, 

* ■ * * * «■ 

The Mafampursi qnestion is the main one, and once that is decided Mr. Hill thinks that the 

others will be settled vrithont difficulty. 

Extract of notes taken from Mntampnrsi catc, 

* * * s * ' * 

C. C. Watson,— 21-1-1908. 

Agent to the Goveenoe-Geneeal. 


8. As regards the other questions involved it does not seem necessary for me to express any 
opinion at this stage, but 1 sinoerly trust that the main question having been settled, both sides 
will approach them in a conciliatory spirit and that a mutnal arrangement will be^ arrived at. 
His Highness the Maharana having succeeded in his contentions on the main issue, will no 
doubt be disposed to meet Salumbar's reasonable requests in a liberal spirit in minor matters. 

* * ' * * *■ 

* * ¥■ * 

E. C. Colvin, — 6-2-1908. 


9 . 


Issued No 373-C., dated the 9th Peeebaet 1908. 


Serial No. 


10 . Feoji Eawat Unae Singh op'Saltjubae, Khat dated the 26th Mai (eecbited 16ts Jdne) 

1908. 

Regarding his alleged grievances against the Mewar Rurlar. ■ 

*• * , * * * 


11 . 


The gist of this lengthy petition is that the Rawat feels hurt that, notwithstanding his 
acceptance of the compromise efieoted by Mr. Hill regarding the Mathmparsi, the Durbar have 
made uo move to settle the other questions. * * This is regrettable. 


We may forward the that with its translation to the Resident with a remark that the 
Agent to the Governor-General trusts * * that the rest of the Rawat's 

grievances will be settled on a fair and liberal basis. 

* * * jjjay acknowledge the Rawat's khat and inform 

The inrefitigation of the case mast occapy time him that it has been forwarded to the Resident for 
and he cannot expect mo to interfere while it is still disposal and that all future communications on the 
under consideration. , _ ^ CotvrK Subject should be made to him. 


Agent to the Goveenoe-Gbnebal. 


12 . 


H. B. St, John,— 20-6-191)8; 
E. G. Colvin, — 20-6-1908. 


Extract from demi-official letter dated the 20th. Jnne 1908 from the First Assistant to the 
* Agent to the Governor General, Bajjmfana, to Captain ' R. Chenevix Ticnch, Resident, 
- Metoar. 

* ^ * * -* 

. _ The Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General trusts that His Highness the Maharana 

will send the Maharaj Knnwar to Salumbar as soon as it can be conveniently arranged, and 
that the rest of the Rawat’s grievances will be settled on a fair and liberal basis. ■ 


Deui-offici.al feom Caft. R. Chenevix Trench, the Residbnt, Mewae, to Caft. 
Is. H. B. St. John, I. A., First Assistant to the Agent to the Goveenoe-Genbeal 
IN Raipdtana, dated the 6th Jhlt 1908. 


I heard two days age from the Maharaj Kumar that His Highness the 
definitely settled thal^he was to go to Salumbar during the next fortnight 


Maharana 

* 


had 



s 


Tinder these oircnmBtances I .would respectfully suggest that the wish expressed by Mr. 
Colvin in paragraph 2 of your letter 328 dated the 28th June should not be con4^eyed to His 
Highness more specially since there is every indication that the Eawat'’s other grievances will 
be settled in due course, on a fair, and liberal basis. - - 




Extract from demi-official letter dated the 29tk November 1903 from the Ron’ble Leutenant- 
‘ Colonel A. F: Vinhey, C.I.E., Agent to the GovernCr-GeneraV, Eajputana, to A. T. 
Eolme, Esq., Resident, Mewar. , 

* /* * * * 

I hope that" all further trouble with Salumbar will now be avoided. . 


Pkosi the Ra WAT OF Saiumbar, letter No. 55 of the 19th April 1910. Serial No. 3 


Submits his representations regarding customs and salt compensation, (2) his right to Sosnik 
villages and the village of- Fara, (3) certain miscellaneous rights and privileges of the 
Sahmbar Thika/na. 


17 . The representations of the Eawat refer' to matters relating to internal administration with 
which it is perhaps hot necessary to interfere, but Agent to the Governor-General may wish to 
discuss the matter with the Resident when he meets him next. 

A. D. S.,-^5-5-1910.'' . ' ■ 

'■ * ' * * * * 

18 . ^ The petitions which we have received from the Rawat should have come through the 
Resident and th.ey might perhaps be sent to the Resident for submission, with his remarhs. 

I ' R. E. Holland,— 13-5-1910. 

Agent TO. THE Governor-General. 


19 . 

20 . 

21 . 


* * ' * 

Send Farts II, III, IV and V as proposed. 

' * * 

« 

♦ 

■Draft to Resident, Mewar, submitted. 

A. D. S.,— 17-5-1910. 


E. G. Colvin,— 15-5-1910. 


Issued No. 131-C., dated the 218t May 1910. 


Serial No. 4i 


22 . 

23 . 

24 . 


From Rawat Onar Singh of Salumbar, No. 58, dated the 10th May 1910. 

Complains of the insubordination of his jagirdars. 

May perhaps be forwarded to the Resident for such action as he may deem proper. 
A- D; S.,— 10-6.1910.' ■ 

May issue. * ■ • * * * 

■ ' ■ ' , R. E. Holland,-7-11-6-1910. 


Serial No. 5 


Agent to the Governor-General. 


/ 


25 . 


Forward to Resident for such action as he may deem proper, with the request that* these 
complaints also may be dealt with in the reply to this office endorsement No. 131-0., dated the 
21st May 1910. ' ■ 


■» * -se 


* 




E, G. Colvin,— 12-6-1910. 
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26 . 

27 . 

28 . 

29 . 

30 . 

31 . 

32 . 

33 . 
3 ^. 

35 . 

36 . 

37 . 

38 . 

39 . 

60 . 

41 . 


Issued No. 206, dated Tm 14th June 1910. 


42 . 

43 . 


Lettee feom the Eawat op Salujibah, No. 68, dated the 3ed July 1910, 

Jtegarding hit grievaneet againtt the Mewar Durbar, ^ 

The report called for from the Resident may be awaited. 

A. D. S.,— 11-7-1910. 

The new receipt might also be sent to the Resident. 

R, E. Holland, — 12-7-1910, 
E. G. Colvin,— 13-7-1910, 


Dratt submitted. 

A. P. S.,— 13-7-lylO 


R. E. Holland,— 15^7-1910. 


Issued No. 2759, dated the 20th July 1910. 


Lettee from the Eawat op Salumbae, No. 1, dated the 29ih July 1910,' 
Regarding attauU made by Padam Singh, etc., refractory jagirdart of hit Thihana.^ 

Send to Resident for report with report on previous petitions. - 

E. G. Colvin, — 2-8-1910. 

Draft endorsement submitted for favour of approval. 

R, E. Holland,— 7-8-1910. 


S, D. J,,— 7-8-1910. 


Issued No. 608-P. O., dated the 9th August 1910. 


■Lettee feom the Rawat op Salujibak, No. 13^ dated the 7th October 1910. 

Givet an account of hit grievaneet againtt the hlewar Durbar. 

May be forwarded to the Resident in continuation of previous correspondence. 

A."P. S.,— 11-1-10. 


Eeom Salumbae Motamid, dated the 9th Novembee 1910. 

Encloses a hhariiafrom the Rawat of Salumbar and asks for an interview.. 

Please Rave kharita translated. 

• Translation is attached to the kharit^, ' 

A.D.S.,— 10-11-1910. 

\ R. E. Holland,— 10-11-1910. 

44 . Agent to the Goveenoe General. * . ^ ■ 

45 . , - Assistant please write to Mr. Holme demi-offioially and say that I should be 

glad if he could arrange to let me have his report on the Salumbar representations bv tbe 
time I come to Udaipur on the 28 th instant. pie^.euwuons oy me 

E. G. Colvin, — 13-11-1910. 


46 . 


Done. 


E. E. Holland,— 14-11-1910. 


Serial No. 6 
Serial No. 


Serial No, 8 
Serial No. 9 


Serial No, 
Serial No. 

Serial No 
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47. Telegram from the Rawat of Salhmbar, bated the Sth October 1910., 

/ 

Begatiing his grievances against the Mexoar Burhar. , 

48. We can only send this to Resident to be dealt with in connection with other petitions. 

E. G. Colvin,— 8-10-1910. 

49. Draft endorsement snbmitted. ^ 

. A. D. S.,— 17-10-1910. 

5Q^ ' R. E. Holland; — 17-10-1910. 

51, Issued No. 11-C., dated the 20th October 1910. 


372 

52. From the Resident, Mewar, No. ^ , dated the Ist December 1910. 

374 

f 

Returns with his report Rawat of Sahimlar's representations, 

53. The draft below may issue. 

E. G. Colvin,— 25-4-1911. 


1 Issued No. 65-P., dated tue 9th May 1911. 


From Foreign, No. 1064-1. A., dated the 24th May 1911. 

Conveys orders on this office letter No. 65-P., dated the 9th May 1911, regarding Sahmbar 
Raviafs grievances against the Mewar Burhar. 

I I 

* # ' » * « 

Resident might also be told that the question of the action to be takeji as regards the 
four ether memorials of the Rawat will be discussed during Agent to the Governsr-General’s 
approaching visit to Udaipur. 

R. E. Holland, — 29-5-1911. ' 

Agent to the Governor-General. 

A < 



E. G. Colvin,— 31-5-1911. 

57 . Draft letter sumitted. 

A. p. S.,— 5-6-19U. 

58. ' R, E. Holland,— 5-6-1911. 


Issued No. 102-P., dated the 7th June 1911. 

150. I have read carefully the Rawat’s represeutations. Parts II, III, IV and V, and I add a 
brief note which may be put on the file. 

Please send copy of that portion of the note which relates to Part II to Resident and ask 
him to have the note ready for me when I visit Udaipur, if possible. It can probably be prepared 
from his office records. 

E. G. Colvin, —23-6-1911. 

* » » * e 

j61. Case (5) consists of four'parts, vis. 

(a) claim of Salumbar estate and tenants to receive free irrigation from the Jaisamand ; 

(5) encouragement of certain jagirdars of the Thikana by Khalsa officials in their 
-attitude of insubordination towards the Tbikana ; 

(c) dispute regarding the lands of the village of Devli in Salumbar ; 

(d) complaints of disobedience, oppression and non-compliance with orders against thq 

Salumbar officials and Rawat. 

8 A G G Raj, 


Serial No. 13 


Serial No. 14 

Serial Nos. 16, 
17, 18 and 
19. 

Serial No. 20 
Serial No. 21 


Serial No. 22 
Serial No. 23 



For HesIdent’s report. on this case, kindly see serial Nos. 16, 17, 18 and 19, 

A. D. S.,— 13-11-1911. 

* * , * * ♦ 

It is perhaps inadvisable to take any action at present. The Maharana is ill, ^ and if he 
were well it is donbtfnl if he would do anything towards a settlement of this qaestion, except 
Tinder the most severe pressure, and even then there would be no real improvement in the 
situation. , 

If His Highness did anything notably imjnst or tyrannous, we should htar about it at once. 
It appears best to leave matters to time — the relations between the Maharana and the Solumhar 
Chief may change for the better with a change of persons, which is likely to be not very far 
distant. The present Maharana knows that the case is well known to Agent to the Governor- 
General, and Government of India and will no doubt go gently, 

H, "Wilkinson, — 7-12-1912. 

Agent to the Goveenor Geneuil. 


No action is advisable at present with the Maharana in his present weak condition. 

But I think an effort should again be made to induce better relations when next I visit 
Udaipur. And the file may be put before that. Possibly, Lord Hardinge’s recent speech may 
have some effect on the Maharana. I learned from Colonel Kaye, while 1 was at Udaipur, that 
a number of “ dhons imposed on the Salnmbar estate had' recently been withdrawn, and 
possibly a better feeling may supervene. 

E. G. Colvin,— 8-12-1912. 


From the Eawat op SiLouBAE. 

Memorandum of Mt grievaneet against the Meioar Durbar, 

Beceived from Rao of Salnmbar direct, Pnt up the file at Ahn. 

E. G. Colvin,— 28-3-1 915. ■ 
« * * 
Grievances 10 to 13 appear to be fresh complaints. 

Grievances 19, 20, 21, 22, 2i, 26, 27 to 3i appear to be fresh complainte. " 

A. D. S.,— 28-4-1913. 


Please see the preceding note. There are a few fresh complaints, nir Nos lOto To 
to 22, 24, 26 and 27 to 84. ^ 

It seems unlikely,' in view of the present relations between the Maharana and the Rawat • 
that these will be settled between the parties. ' 

If a reconciliation between them could be effected, then the Maharana might be persuaded 
Since writins I have seen the confidential t;o appoint a commission to go into ‘the comnlainto 

Pile No. 45 in which the question of a commission and make recommendations'for his anumv-il 

was adumprated. 

But as it is such a solution is not likely to occur. ' - 

The memorandum may be filed, opportunity being taken to speak to the Maharana 
'wlien you next visit udaipur. , 

. „ _ A. D. Banneeman., — 5-5-1918 

Agent to the Goveexoe-General. ' 


We might send it in original (to be returned) to Resident Mewar fnr 
pointing out the paragraphs which appear to contain complaints that are new to mg 

Andwemayaskhimifhehasbeenabletomakeanyprogressin the direction indicated 

Page 61, File Ko. 43. JanSiy demi-official of 7th 

T. . G. Golvin,— 6-5-1913. > 

Demi-otncial for issue.' ‘ 


A. I>-.BANNEE.\rAN— 6-5-1913. 


Serial 
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71 , Demi-oppicial peom Lieetenakt Colonel A. D. Banneujian, C.V.O., C.I.E., I.A., Piesi 
Assistant TO the Agent to the Goveenor-G-bneeaLj RajputaNa, to Lieutenant-Colo- 
nel J.'L. Kate, I. A.’ Resident, Mewae, dated the 7th May 1913. 


I am desired to forward, for your information a memorandum* of grievances submitted by 
, , I ‘ theRawatof Salnmbar. The following paragraphs 

0 B re nrne . 'of the memorandum refer to complaints which 

do not appear to have been put forward before : — 

Paragraphs 10 to 18, 19 to 22, 24, 26, 27 to 34. 

Sir Elliot Colvin will be glad to know if yon have been able to make any progress in the 
dirention indicated in the last paragraph of, his demi-official letter (conBdential) of the 7th 
' T.-45— Confidential. . January 1913. 


72 . Demi-official letter feom Lieutenant-Colonel J. L. Kaye, I.A., Resident Mewae, to 
Lieutenant-Colonel A. D. Bannerman,^ C.V.O., C.I.E., I. A., First Asssstant to the 
Agent to the Governor General, Rajputana, iNo. 35-C. B., dated the 16th May 
191.3, (Confidential). , - . 

' Please refer to your demi-official letter dated the ?th May 1913, with which you forwarded 
p ' V, 71 information a meroorandum of grievances 

' submitted by the Rawat of Salnmbar and in 

which you enquired for (Sir Elliot Colvin'’s information, whether I had been able to make 
! any progress in forwardin.o- an arrangement which will lead to the composition of the quarrels 
between the Darbar and the Sardars by means of 5n arbitrator or a board of conciliation or 
anything of that sort. 


'A" 


I return, as requested, the memorandum of the Rawat of Salumbar's grievancesr I have 
kept a copy of it for use in this office. 


73 " progress has been made. , 

The views of the Resident ate not clear. He says in one place that authoritative inter- 
ference in the disputes seems desirable. But then proceeds to point out that such interfer- 
ence is bound to lead to frequent applications to. the political authorities to enforce any settle- 
ment arrived at. It would be best if the Maharana would appoint a commission with full autho- 
rity to settle the disputes. This, however, he is not likely to do unless pressed by Government, and 
the Thakurs would not agree to a commission nominated solely by the Maharana. The only 
way out would seem to be an independent commission ajipointed by Government. The Maha- 
rana will not apparently agree to" this unless circumstances alter and the present deadlock is 
changed into a serious combined opposition of the Thakurs. 

A. D. Bannerman., — 23-5-1913. 

Agent t6 the Governor-General. 


Seen, May be filed. The paper should be taken to Udaipur, when next I go there. 

E. G. Colvin.,— 24-5-1918. 


75 . From Rawat Unar Singh of Salumbae, fetition No. 35, dated the 24th April genal No 26 

(received 5th May) 1917. 

'Refers to his Khat which he has ‘presented, to the Agent to the Governor General^ in 
October 1916, regarding his grievances against the Mewar Durbar, 

76 . There seems to be a fresh crop of grievances in Salumbar. ' 

Put up Salumbar’s recent letter handed to me in October. 


E. G. Colvin., — 5.5-1917, 
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77. 


_ The letter of October 1916, to which .the Eawat refers, has heen forwarded to the 
Resident, Mewar, and is not available on this file. The Eawat has recently sabmitted 
telegrams complaining against the Sarara officials.^ These have also been forwarded to tbe 
Resident. ' ■ ■ ' ' 


78. 


86 . 


Submitted as ordered at paragraph 76. 
S. D. J.,— 5-5-1917. 

Agent to the Governoe-Geneeal— 


T. B. Rtjsseh,, — 8-5-1917, 


79. Send the new receipt to Resident, Mewar, and enquire whether any new , oircumstanoes 
requiring my attention have arisen. 

. E.’G.Colvin,— 9-5-1917. 

80. Draft submitted. 

S. D, J.,— 10-5-1917. ' 


81. 

82. 


T. B. Russell, — 11-5-1917. . 
Issued No. 263, dated the 14:TH May 1917. , 


Serial No. 


83. Feom TgE Eawat of Salumbak, letter No. 44, dated the 31st May (received 7TH®®rial No. 

June) 1917. 

Re the propoied police thanai and chowJcu ordereihy the BoJ to be posted along the Saluiilbar- 
Ditngarptir border and complaining against the Hakim of Barara. 

84. Ask Resident for a brief report. 

E. G. Colvin,— 7-6-1917. 

85. Fair endorsement submitted. . . ■ • 

S. D. J,,— 12-6-1917. 


'T. B. Russei,— 13-6-1917, 


87. 


88. I’Bosj 


Isbuued No. 340, dated the 35th June 1917. 


Serial No. 


Eawat Unar Singh, of Salumbar, ilEWAU, (1) No. 54, dated the 30th June, S0rjal 2^< 
(2) dated July, [received (1) 4Tn July, (3) 10th July] 1917. ' anfl 31 


(1) Begarding his complaint against the Sarada authorities for having forced the camindars 
of the petitioner’s 12 villages and extorted from them written pledges to pa^ all rents and 
revenues to Sarada in future.— The aggression of the Sarada officials is increasing day by 
day, and groioing intolerable and that he ts now troubling the petitioner in various ways. 

(2) States that the aggression of the Sarada officials is intblcraUc, no day now passes without a 

fresh trouble and the Mehkma khas to whom representations have been constantly made, have 
turned a deaf ear to the grievances and unless the Agent to the Governor General is 
pleased to take speedg steps to remedy the grievances his people will go against him and the 
Thikanawill be totally mined or his people may, being unable to bear the hardship 
disturb the peace and the result may he worse. . ' ’ 

(3) States that he has heard that the Agent to the Governor-General is shortly going away 
from India on retirement, he prays that the Agent to the Governor-General nay kindly do 
sometinng to pave the wag for dispensation of justice in his cases and that before retirina 
he will kindly recommend the petitioner to his successor in office to keep a favourable reoard 
for the petitioner’s distressed Thikana. Be is now in extreme trouble and prays that 
Agent to the Governor-General mag kindly do something for him before he retires. 

QQ Kindiv see paragraphs 75,79—87. The Resident hac Loon i 
8 • grievances of the petitioner. under consideration l and U mayTe 
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90. 


91. 


Resident in continnution of previous correspondence and he may be asked to expedite the 
submission of the I’eport called for? 

' The Agent to the Governor-General is going to visit Udaipur during the ensuing 

monsoon tour. This case may, therefore, be 
E. G- Colvin. submitted again at Udaipur, in case he may like to 
speak to the Resident ur the Durbar in connection 

with the Salumbar’s grievances ? 

S. D,J.,— 16-7-1917. 

As proposed 

T. B. RrssELi,.,— 17-7-1917. 

'Agent to the Governoe-Geneeal. 


In sending these to Resident, we may say I hope he will be able to give me a report on 
the alleged grievances of the Rawat of Salnmbar before I go to Udaipur. 


gg Draft endorsement with fair copy submitted. 

S, D. J.,-18.7rl917. 


E. G. CoLViH,— 18-7-1917. 


T. B. Russell,— 18-7-1917. 


95. 

96. 

97. 


Issued No, 401, dated the 18th July 1917, to Resident, Mewee. 


Serial No. 32 


Memorandum of grievances dated the 9lh August 1^17 submitted by the Eawat of Sahmbar. 

I have told him to-day that I doubt -if he really accords fullest obedience to th^ Durbar. 
Why is the Durbar so angry livith him ? ' Because whatever orders the Durbar issues, he 
says his rights are being trampled on. He has come from Mewar here and is proposing a 
visit to^ Central India|Jon account of his health, but he has come without asking perniission of 
the Durbar though he knows of the orders. These orders are wrong he says and not justified 
by old established custom, and none ,of the Sardars pay any attention to them. They may > 
be novel orders but they are orders and therefore to be obeyed. If the Sardars object they 
should proceed in a eonstitutionl manner and not merely flout the orders. This kind of con- 
duct is the bottom of aU the tronbe in Salumbar’s case. 

E. G. CoLviN,-^9-8:l917. 


Serial No. 33 


98. 


99. 


are 
villages 


100 . 


101. 


, Telegram prom the Resident, Mewae, No. 217, dated the 11th August 1917. Serial No 34 
- Re grievances of the Eawat of Salumbar, 

’ I have discussed this case fully with Resident and Pandit Sukhdeo Prashad. 

The Resident has tabulated the grievances brought to notice by Salnmbar. There 
12 of them, pf which 7 are really baseless. . Of the other 5 cases, 3 ponoern 
attached (Kelai, Dantesra and Angni) . The Durbar has these 3 cases still under considera- 
tion, and their proceedings will have to be watched. A fourth case concerns the location of chowkis 
on the Dungarpur border. This is to be settled by the Resident and Pandit Sukhdeo forming 
committee to consider the best positions for the chowkis with a view to checking dacoiti, 
irrespective of the limits of Thikanas. In thp fifth case, the Durbar admit that Salumbar had 
no notice of the cothplaint brought against him in a Mewar- Dungarpur Court of VakiPs 
case. This will be brought to the notice of the Court of Vakils, who will be asked to revise 
their orders imposing a fine_pf Rs. 50 on Salumbar. 

Wp may await ResidenUs official reply. 

I add two more_,pe£itions received yesterday from 
Salumbar. These may be sent to Resident for 
disposal. 

There is some reason to suppose that the present Hakim of the Magra is disposed to 
deal with Salumbar cases with undue severity. The Maharana favours the Hakim, and is un- 
likely to agree to his removal ; but I have told Pandit Sukhdeo to point out to the Maharana 
that the Hakim's actions, if unrestrained, may re-act unfavourably on the Durbar, and that it 
would be advisable to give him. a warning to this effect. ^ 

E. G. Colvin,— 15-8-1917. 

. Udaipur.- 

R A O n UjiL 


Sent to Resident, Mewar, with endorsement 
No. 946^0., dated the 16th August 1917. 
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102 . 


I have also let the Maharana know that I have warned Salurabar personally* that I do 

Eot think his attitude towards the Dnrhar has been 
*On 9th instant, paragraph 97. marked by a proper spirit of subordination, and 

that if he really hopes to effect a reconciliation with the Durbar, there must bo a radical 
change of attitude on his part. 


103 . •Lettee feom Kawat op Salumbae, dated the ISth Attshst 1917. 

Complains that the Bakim of Sararahai posted sepoys in Rathori and Tongaxccra villages of 
Salurabar and that the Mehkma Khas does not take ami action for removing them- 
Frays that the sepoys may be removed as he apprehends loss in revenue, etc. 

105. Send to Resident in continuation of previous correspondence. Theipoint which Salumbar's 

representatives brought to my notice yesterday was that Salumbar was quite ready to post / 

his own horsemen and sepoy at any chowkis in Salumbar ^nt that the Mewar Durbar would 
not allow him to do so. 

E. G. CoLViv, — 16-S-1917. 


105 . 

106 . 


Fair endorsement submitted for signature. 
G. C. J.,— 16-8-1917. 


B. J. Glancy, — 17-8-1917. 


107 . 


Issued No. 4G8, dated the 21st August 1917. 


108 . Teiegeam prom the Eesideht, Mewar, No. 262, dated the l-txn (received ISth) 

September 1917. Serial No, 

' 

Forwards a detailed report on the grievances of the Itawai of Salumbar against the Mewar 
' Durbar, 

Kindly see paragraphs 75 and 87 supra. 

Kindly see also orders at paragraphs 90 and 102 which were recorded at Udaipur. 

The Resident'’s report dealing with 8 different c.ases which form the subject-matter of 
the RawaVs grievances, may be summarised as under : — . , , 

(f) Be Village Kelai. The Salumbar appeal is under Dnrbar’s consideration. 

(it) Be Village Dantari. Since the Agent to the Governor General’s recent visit to ' 

Udaipur the Durbar have ordered Salumbar to put forward all his proofs to 
substantiate his claim to this village. , ‘ 

(Hi) Be Establishment by the Durbar of Police outposts on the Salumhar-Dunger" ' 
pur border at Rathri and Pangamra. Tbe Rawat complains that in obedience to 
the Mehkma Khas orders he sent his Police to these places, bnt the Hakim of 
Magra deputed Durbar Sowars at these places and that the latter’s aggressive- 
ness has even cost the life of one of the Salumbar sepoys, and that the cost of 
the Durbar Police at these two places is debited against Salumbar. The Resi- 
dent’s own opinion is that it is desirable to establish a third Police outpost’ at 
Bhabrana, in addition to an intermediate between those at Rathri and Pan- 
gaura. The Salumbar sepoy’s'death, it is admitted by Salumbar, had been 
caused accidentally by careless handling of his gun by a Raj sowar. The 
Durbar propose to make farther inquiries through Ear Bahadur Pundit Sukhdeo 
Prasad in_ consultation with the Resident about the site for location of these 
Police ontposts. As regards the recovery of the cost of establishing these 
Police outposts, kindly see paragraph 4 of paper under consideration, it would 
appear that the Durbar are justified to do so bnt the Resident considers it 
would be more regular and in accordance with custom for the Durbar to attach 
a Salumbar village and use the proceeds to cover the cost of their Police ont- 
posts, rather than to make direct collection from Salumbar tenants. 

(iv) The Hakim of Magra, the Rawat complains, Instigates Isarwas Thakur and 
assists him in his insubordination towards Salumbar and has sent Raj ■ sowars 
to Manpnr and they and the Isarwas men are oppressing the people. 

The Resident says that it is impossible to form any adequate opinion without 
making personal inquiry on the spot as the relations between Itarwas and 
Salumbar are just as strained as are those of the Salumbar and Durbar. 

(v) Be Salumbar’s complaint against the present Boundary Settlement Office, Mewar. 

The Resident considers that the Rawat’s attitude was very unwise in refusino- to 

send his representative to apppear before the Boundary Settlement Officer. “ 


109 . 

110 . 
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' {vi) Re salt compensation withheld by Durbar since 1901. The Resident considers 
that there seems no cbjection to the action of the Durbar provided that money 
is actually due by Salumbar to the Darbar Treasury and that due credit for 
the same is given in the State accounts. . 

: {vii) Be Salumbar’s complaint that the Hakim of Magra has declared Anjni Village 

(of Salumbar) to ue a hamlet of the Kih ilsa V illage Agar, 

. ■ The matter is under enquiry in Mehkma Khas. 

{viii) Be Salumbar contentibn that he should perform service with the , Durbar for 
3 months in the yehr and not for 12 months as the Durbar claim that he should. 
, The Resident does not express his own opinion in the matter in express words 

but has, referred to the various daulnamahs and old correspondence. The 
latest Qaulnamah of 1854<-o5 which had been subsequently abrogated shows 
that the Salumbar Thikana does not pay chhatund but performs service at the 
Capital for 1 2 months. Colonel Pinhey's note of 1 503 also shows that Salumbar 
is bound to serve 12 months at Udaipur, as he enjoys exemption^ from Talwar 
, Bandhai fee and chhatund. ^ 

111 . All the references in the paper under consideration and the Resident's detailed report 
, enclosed therewith have been marked except the Government of India’s despatch to the 

> Court of Directors, No. 36' of 7th Augrist 1848) '(which has been referred to in the Resident’s 
detailed report on point ,viil) which is not traceable on onr files. 

112 . It'will be seen from paragraph 110 above that cases 1, 3 and 7 are under enquiry by 
' Durbar and that Nos. 2, 4, 5 and 6 require no notice — ease No, viii is the only question of 
' great importance regarding which depision is sought. 

113 . ' Regarding the Salumbar Rawat's grievances against the Hakim of Magra re oppres- 

, sion, the Resident is inclined to think that the ilJ aharana is sometimes inclined to lend too 

' ready credence to exaggerated reports .made by the Hakim and to. sanction measures which 
he would not have countenanced if he had been made fully aware of the same facts of the 
case by a more trustworthy and impartial District Officer-tu’de concluding sentence of 

. paragraph 4 of the Resident’s letter under note. It would therefore seem that the Salumbar’s 
complaints against the Hakim are not' altogether groundless. 

' Submitted for orders, 

S. D. J.,— 29-10-19 17. 


114 . 

115 . 


Paragraphs 108 io ff3.— Resident poight perhaps be asked to report after 3 months, or 
sooner if there are any important developments, as to how cases 1, 2, 3 and 7 stand. 

Case 6 is really a question of accounts and there does not seem to be any pmspect of a 
settlement'of it' of case 8, unless some farther attempt to reconcile Salumbar and the Durbar is 
made. ' 

T, B, Russell, ..31-10-17. 


Agent to the Goveknoh-GenEral. 

\ 

116 . Regarding Nos. 1, 2 and 7 we may reply as proposed at 114 above, adding that I hope 
the Resident will be able to keep himself informed as to the Durbar’s proceedings in tbe 
matter, and that he will be able also to obtain from the Durbar a promise that final orders 
wlllo not be passed on any of these three cases, until the Resident and, if necessary, the Agent 
to the Governor-General have had an opportunity of being informed of the circumstances and 
of acquiescing in the orders proposed. 

'Bo. 8 . — ^We may say the Agent to the Governor- General is glad to hear that the Durbar 
propose to make fuitber enquiries through Pandit Sukhdeo Prashad, in consultation with the 
Resident as to the sites for tbe location of the police posts. - 

I agree with him that the co-ordinated protection of the whole frontier can probably be 
carried out better by the Durbar than by different jagirdars, without the Durbar or in combin- 
ation with the Durbar. ;(t does not hor^ever appear necessary or desirable that any Jagirdar 
village should be attached in order to recover the' costs, until a clear nece.=sity arises. Ordinarily 
the presentation of bills to the jagirdars should sufiBce, and it should only be when this method 
fails that recourse should be had to stronger measures. 

Bo. 4 . — It would seem that the Hakim pf the Magra should be called on by the Durbar to 
justify his .action in sending Kaj’sow'ars to Manpur. 

Bo. B . — No particular case’ of a prejudicial decision by the Boundary Settlement Officer 
has been brought ■ to notice, and we cannot take any action 'on a general complaint of this 
nature. 

Bo. 6 . — It appears to he for the Rawat of Salumbar to make good his allegation that 
nazrana and fines imposed on the people of bis State by tbe Durbar should be retained by the 
•Thikana. The Resident might reasonably use his influence to get this question properly 
adjudicated, ' ' 



12 


1^0. — I fancy it is true that, in view of his being the hereditary “ Banggana 

Saliimbar (Udaipur) is expected to be liable to remain on service for the whole 1& months, 
if the Maharana so desire, I told Salumbar when I saw biro in Udaipur in^ August last 
that by resisting this claim he was not likely to improve his prospects of getting his other 
grievances settled by the Durbar. He admits that the Maharana is his lord and master but 
argues that his lord and master cannot take service from him for more than three months. 

His position, is not really logical. It is most unlikely that the Durbar would really keep him 
On continuous service for 1 2 months, 

117. I have shown Mr. Holme my remark at paragraph 101 above, but they may also be 
communicated to him in a separate demi-official, 

E. G, Colvin,— 9-11-1917. 

/ ' 

118. Two drafts as ordered at paragraphs 116 and 117 submitted. 

S. D. J.,— 10-11-1917. 

119 . T. B. Russell,— 12-11-1917. 

120. ISSUEB No. 609, DATED THE l4Tn NOVEMBER 1917. Serial NO. 


121 . Hejii-offical FEoii T. B. Russell, Esq., Second Assistant to Agent to the Governor- 
General, Rajputana, to a. T. Holme, Esq., I.C S., Resident, dated 14th 
November 1917. 

In continnation of this office letter No. > of the same date, regarding the grievances 

of the Rawat of Salumbar against the Maharana, 1 am desired to subjoin a copy of remarks 
which Sir Elliot recorded at Udaipur on August 15th, 1917, and which he has already shown 
to yon : — 

“ There is some reason to suppose that the present Hakim of the Magra is disposed to 
deal with Salumbar cases with undue severity. The Maharana favours the Hakim, and is 
unlikely to agree to his removal ; but I have told Pandit Sukhdeo to point out to the 
Maharana that the Hakim's actions, if unrestrained, may re-act unfavourably on the Durbar, 
and that it would be advisable to give him warning to this effect." 


122. SALUMBAR. 

,, The memorandum op my grievancfs. 

^ \ 

1. Tie Run of Jaisawaiul. — This matter has been finally decided by the Government 
of India — vide letter No, 1064-1. A., dated the 21th May 1911, from the Assistant Secretary 
to the Government of India in the Foreign Department, to the Hon’ble the. Agent to the. 
Governor-General. 

2. The loss of customs . — Fide paragraph 3 of letter No. ISG, dated the 18th July 1912> 
from the Resident in Mewar to the First Assistant to the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor- 
Gaperal. 

•3. Interferevce in my judicial powers . — Vide the attached' Notes recorded by the 
Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General (Sir Elliot Colvin) and the Resident in Mewar 
(Lieutenant-Colonel Kaye) . 

4. Interference in the Sasnii villages. — Vide paragraph 6 of letter No. 186, dated the 
18th July 1912, from the Resident -in Mewar to the Krst Assistant to the Hon’ble the 
Agent to the Governor-General. 

5. Confiscation of the three of my villages without any reason, namely, Amarpura, 
Khunanpura and Kailai. 

Mauza Ehv,manpura, — The Rawat of Salumbar was told by Lieuteuant-Colonel Kaye 
(Resident in Mewar) in 1914 that the dispute about Kbnmanpura was not one in which the 
Resident could interfere. ' V 

Mauza Amarpura. — This village was made hhaisa by the Durbar owing to the Rawat’s 
failure to attend at Udaipur for his service in spite of repeated orders being issued 
to him. 

Manza Kailai. — Tide correspondence ending with First Assistant to the Agent to the 
Govern or- General’s letter No. — , dated the 14th November 1917 (paragraph 2), to 
the Resident in Mewar. 

6. Setting up loundari/ disputes with many villages the revenue of my land is being taien 
c;rjy.— No specific instance is given by the Rawat. A reference may be made to thj. 
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oorreppondence ending with paragraph 4 of letter No. ' gx ilewa-" ’ Novem- 

ber 1917, from the First AsEisfeant to the Hon’hle the Agent to the Governor- General to the 
iiesident in Mewar. 

/ 7. the Bakim of Magra has instigafed many of mg Jagirdars to be disloyaVto me and for 

" this reason they bdveigiven np mg service — F*ii!e item 4 in the Appendix to letter No. 262, 
dated the 14th September 1917, from the Resident in Mewar to the First Assistant to the 
Agent to the Governor- General. 

S.' Besides these there are other grievances of mine, the papers of which are lying in. the 
Besidfncy office as well as in your Honour’s office- 

Kindly bestow upon me the favour of doing me justice. — The grievances of the Rawat of 
Salumbar against the Durbar, and of the Durbar against the Rawat, provide the materi.d for 
masses of files in the Mewar Residency Ofhce The probability is that hardly any of them 
'will be settled in the life-time of the present Maharana and the present Rawat. 

A. T. Holme,' — 23-2-1I91S, 

' Besident, Mewar. ~ 

123 . I have spoken to Pandit Sukhdeo Prasad on the snbjeet and now learnt for the first time 
the real meaning of the refusal of the Mehkma Khas to receive letters containing certain 
words and of the protest of the Salumbar Rao against their action, which is as follows. 

As we know well His Highness the Maharana has tortured the meaning of the Kalam- 
' bandi to be that only those Sardars who agreed to be bound by its terms are entitled to exercise 
any judicial powers within their Thikanas. His Highness, therefore argues, that as the 
Salumbar Rao did not agree to the Kalam-bandi he has no judicial powers to exercise. Conse- 
quently all references to his exercising such powers are improper and he is not allowed to refer 
to ‘ Courts ‘ Judicial proceedings ‘ J udicial o'fficers etc., as being in existence in his 
Thikana. 

To maintain the Durbar’s view noncommunications containing words which presume he 
exercises judicial powers will be received. 

This has been repeatedly explained to the Salumbar Vakil by the Mehkma Khas and 
Rawat Onar Singh is Well aware of the position. His protests are therefore with a view to 
getting his judicial rights, as he holds these to be acknowledged. ' 

\ Pandit Sukhdeo Prasad tells me that as a matter of fact he does receive and deal with 
many replies from Salumbar in wh’ch such words occur but often the letters addressed by the ' 
‘ Funjdaran and Kamdaran Salumbar ■’ to the Mehkma Khas (a superior office) are yery 
■ wanting in courtesy and these he will not accept. 

I shall take no action on this khat and will explain to the Rao of Salumbar why I do not 
do so. 

File. 

3. L. Kaye,— 14-9-1915, 

' Besident, Mewar. 

Tbe«e notes deal with one of the Salumbar Rawat’s usual complaints against the Dnrjbar, 
and my note of the 14th instant explains the matter. But in this connection R. B. Pandit 
Sukhdeo Prasad asked me to consult you as to addressing His Highness the Maharana in 
regard to the exercise of judicial powers by the Mewar Sardars who did not sign the 
Kalamhandi. 

These sardars have always exercised judicial powers within their Thikanas and still do so. 
The Durbar tries to stop them exercising these powers and this is the chief cause of friction 
between the Sardars and the Durbar. ‘The Panditji holds that till the extent of the right to 
exercise jiirisdietion has been settled in connection -flrith the Mewar Committee, or by other 
means the Maharana should he asked not to take any strong measures against Sardars on the 
grounds that they are illegally exercising judicial powers in their estates. 

J. L. Kaye,— 18-9-1915. 

Agejit to the Governor-Gekekal. 


As explained to'yon verbally, I think it better not to talk about this to His Highness, at 
any rate, until we see signs of his taking strong measures against any Sirdar. 

E. G. Colvin,— 18-9-1915, 

Agent to the Governor-General, Bajputana. 

Resident Mewar. 

I will explain Agent to the Governor-GeneTal’s views to R. B. Pandit Sukhdeo Prasad 
when I see him again. These papers may be filed. 

J. L. Kaye,— 19-9-1915. 

First Assistant. 
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124. see Resiaent in Mewar's note on the grievances of the Rao of Salumhar’e memoran. 
dntn of grievances. 

Please have the actual papers referred to put np with these for me to see. 

If they are at Ahn the file can be submitted there early in April,' 

J, Manneus-Smith. — 26-2-1918. 

I * 

125. The file is put up in accordance with Agent to the Governor General's orders at paragraph 
124 above. 

' B, S. Giakcy, — 16-S-1918, 

Agent to the Governor General. 


126. Fkom the Resident, Mewad, No, dated the 15th (deceived 18th) Maech 1918. ggria 

/ 

Begarding the complaint! of the Rawat of Salumhar agaimt the Meteor Lurlar. 


127. Feoai Rawat op Salujibae, dated and received the IOth March 1918. Serial No, 


128. 

129. 


Begardtng Ats complaint! agaimt the Meteor Surhar. 

Kindly see paragraphs 110 and 116 to 120 snpra Paper under consideration I maybe 
filed pro tem as the Resident will furni-b a further report on the Salnmbar complaints I, II, 
Vll and VI when the cases have been finally settled (vide paragraphs 2 and 5 of paper under 
considt ration II. 

Paper under considration II is a petition from the Rao of Salnmbar but it does not bear 
his signature, and as such need not be considered and may, perhaps, be simply filed. It does 
not contain any fresh grievances but is a recapitulation of his old numerous complaints escept 
those referred to in paragraphs 9 and 111 of the petition, 

S. D.J.,— 19-7-1918. N 


130. 

131. 


May be filed ? It does not appear that any action can profitably be tahen at present. 

B. G. Gdancy,— 20-7-1918. 

' J. Maxneks Sjiith, — 21-7-1918. 


132. From Rawat Unae Sikgh op Salhmbar, No. 7, dated the 25th (received 29thj 

.January 1920. i 


Regarding hU grievances against the Metaar Durbar in respecl 'of hit Thilana lands submerged 

in the Jaisaviand lake. 


133. . The dispute about compensation for the land of the Salnmbar Thikana villages submerged 
in the J aisamand Rke, the Rawat says, is of a long standing and that the decision arrived 
at by the Raj in Sawat year 1932, 1875-187 6-A. D was eiToneons. It is added that the Rawat 
submitted detailed representation on 13th January 1920, claiming compensation for the 
submerged area had been returned by the officials of Mehkma khas with the remark that the 
same could not be accepted. Adds that the original petition returned by ’ Mehkma khas has 
been submitted to the Resident, Mewar, for consideration. 

The petitioner prays that the Agent to the Governor-General may be pleased to take the 
necessary action in petitioners favour in respect to the strange attitude of the Mehkma khas 
official in regard to the Rawat’s communications. 

The dispute about the Jaisamand Run lands has been of a long 6tandin» and the Rawat 

134. has been petitioning since 1912. - ' » ° 

Perhaps the Agent to the Governor-General may like to discuss this case with His Highness ' 

135. ' at Udaipur unless the petition be forwarded to Resident, Mewar, for disposal. 

S. D. J.,- 6-2-1920. 


136. 

137. 


As the Resident, Mewar, is already dealing with the case it might, not he advisible to 
mention if to_ Kis Highness. It may be forwarded to the Resident with the remark that it is 
nndersrood he rs already dealing with the matter and that the Agent to the Governor-General 
will be glad to hear the -esult of his investigations, wcueras 


Agent To the Governor Geneeal. 


R. R. Macosachie, — 6-2-1920. 
R. E. Hole iND.,— 7-2-1920, 
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13g. 

139. 

140. 


Fair endorsement submitted. 

S. D. J., -7-2-1920. ■ • . 

Akhey Singh, — 7-2-1920., 

ISSCED No. 693-Cj DATED THE 9th Febkdaey 1920. 


14 - 1 , 


. / 

CONFIDENTIAD DEMI-OEFICIAL No. 7C. DATED THE 27tH FeBUHABT 1920, FROM Lt.-CoLOKEL 
P. T.' Speece, Resident, Mewae, to R. R. Macunachie, Esq., I.C.S., First Assistant 
10 the Ho'n’ble the Agenp to the Governor-General in Rajpctana, Agency Cahp-. 


Plpse refer to your endorsement No. 695-G., dated the 9tb February 1920, forwarding 

an' English petition, No. 7, dated the 25th 


Paragraph 140 above. 

; ' 

bar to the address of Mr. Holland. 


January 1920, fiom Rawat Onar Singh of b-alum- 


2. Not Jong before be petitioned Mr. Holland in this manner, Rawat Onar Singh bad 
treated me to a somewhat similar effusion, upon which 11 instructed my office to prepiare a 
detailed note. 

3. That note took a long time to prepare and did not come up to me until mj’- return 
from tour a few days ago. 

' 4. I now send it in original for Air. Holland’s perusal in order that ^le may see how mat- , 

- ters stand, and I shall he glad if it is returned for record in my office when done with. 

. To put matters frankly and boldly I may tell you that, since my assumption of charge 
I have not attempted to address myself to the seemingly impossible task of settling the differ- 
ences between the Rawat of Salumhar and the Me war Durbar. 

6. My passive attitude has not been due to apathy or a desire to shirk an unpleasant 

duty. , 

7. But Mr. Holme, on handing over to me, informed me that, in the present temper of 
the parties concerned, it was quite hopeless to approach the 'question with anj chance of success. 

8. A very short term of office, as Resident in Mewar was sufficient to convince me of the 
correctness of Mr. Holme’s oppiniou, 

9. Moreover, the Rawat of Salumhar never visited, Udaipur be^weeu April and October of 
last year and, when he did come in the latter month, he was so ill that my meeting with him 
was limited-to the occasion of his formal introductory visit and one subsequent visit. 

10. It was after his second tislt that he sent me in the list of grievances which forms the 
subject of the enclosed note. Prior to my return from tour he became so ill that he obtained 
permission from His Highness to proceed to Debra Uun and Lucknow for medical treatment 
in accordance with the advice of the Residency Surgeon. 


11. His illness takes the form of acute kidney trouble and I understand that he is to be 
skiagraphed by means of X-Rays. 

12. I trust that the foregoing narrative will suffice to convince Mr. Holland of the impos- 
sibility of my attempting to go into this question with the Rawat of Salumhar. 


13. To'have attempted to do so with the Maharana would have been impolitic in the last 
degree, as it n qulies a minimum of- sagacity to see that His Highness has not been in the 
inood for any dispassionate discussion of Salumhar affairs within the past year. 

14. In fact mutual relations are so embittered that it is my considered opinion that no 
satisfactory solution will be effeoted'during'the lifetime of either the present Maharana or the 
present Rawat of Salumhar. Without ‘%ive and take” and an attitude of conciliation one can- 
not expect much, and both of the parties are unbending and obdurate on certain initial points 

^ upon the settlement of which all else depends. 

1§. First and foremost pf fhese comes the question of ' the length of service due to His 
^ighness by the Rawat. 

16. The Maharana, insists that the Rawat should render 12 months’ seiwiee per annum. 
Sir'Elliot Colvin, Mr., Holme and Colonel Kaye appear to have been unanimous in inclining to 
the belief that His Highness contention in this respect is correct. 

17. The Rayvat in his turn insists that he is not liable to render more than 3 months 
service per annum just as almost all of the other Nobles are liable to render. 

, 18. The general opinion is that i/the Rawat were to admit bis liability to render 1 2 month’s 
service per annum, His Highness would not actually require him to render longer service than 
the rest of the Nobles. But neither will give in. 

19. It is also generally agreed that the H-akim of the Magra, whom the Maharana holds 

in high favour, loses no opportunity of accentuating the differences between the Rawat and 
the Durbar. Mr. Holme frequently advised His Highness to transfer the Hakim to another 
district but to no purpose. - ' • 

20. Again the Rawat is very badly .served by his own officials who keep his d fficaltie s with 
'jfcbe Durbar ‘ going,’ by representing everything in the most unfavourable light and thereby 
posing as ultra loyal servants of their master. It is only natural that the Rawat should be 

. lieve his own servants’ version of all that is represented to him, with' the result that his gne 
oes against the Durbar increase and multiply. 
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21. Another very senons di(Bculty in. the way of attempting to achieve anything in thfc- 
.direction for more than a year past has been the return of Pandit Snkhdeo Prasad to Jodhpur 
and the consequent absence of any responsible person in .Udaipur, save His Highness himself, 
with whom the Kesident can discuss such questions as those which form the subject of this 
letter. 

22. As Mr. Holland is aware. His Highnc«s spends many months of the year away from 
his capital and, in the absence of a re-^ponsible Mitii.ster, has no one whom he can or will 
trust to go into a delicate and far-reaching question of this sort with the Resident. 

23. To expect His Highness himself to take up the matter seriously, would involve an 
amount of work which it would take him months on end to accomplish. 

24. Unless, therefore, Mr. Holland considers that the matter is one of sufSeient urgency 
to call for prompt action I would counsel the indefinite postponerrient of Its further considera- 
tion or at any rate until such time as that is forced upon us by exceptional circumstances. 

25. My private opinion is that the Rawat of Salumbar has not long to live. 

26. He looked wretchedly ill when I last saw him and his kidney trouble was so acute 
from October (when became here for service) up to January (when he left for Dehra Dun 
and Lucknow) that he was virtually hed-ridden all the time and bore the appearance of being 
moribund. It remains to be seen what X-Rays will reveal probably that su’-gical operative 
treatment is essential to any chance of recovery. 

27. When I add that a had attack of dysenterj- supervened before he went away it will 
be understood that poor Rawat of Salumbar is to be ■pitied. 

28. In the circumstances explained, I think it will be conceded that the time is not yet 
for attempting to tackle this exceedingly complex and thorny question which appeirs, for all 
juactical purposes, to have remained in statu quo since June 1911, when the orders of 
Government on the Rawat’s Memorial, “ Part I regarding the Jaisamand Run ’’ were received, 
(see your office letter No. 102-P., dated the 7th June 191 1, with enclosures). 

29 The 'pious hope ’ expressed by Sir Elliot Colvin in the concluding portion of para- 
graph S of his letter No 65. P., dated the 9th Alay 1911, to the Government of India in the 
Foreign Department concerning the four remaining memorials of the Rawat of Salumbar has 
neither materialised nor progressed substantially since then for reasons which are recorded in 
your office as a result of negotiations between the Agent to the Governor-General, the Alaharana 
and the Resident on the occasion of successive tours in Mewar and discussions in tiln. 


Feou tde Rawat of Saloubar, petition dated the 22^*0 Apbil 1920, (r.ECEnTD 14td 

May 1920), Serial I 


Intimates that he is asking Mr. Magan Lai, Bar-at Law to represent his cases to the Agent 

to the Governor-General. 

Presented by Mr. Magan Lai to-day. I understand the Rawat is submitting an application. 

R. A. E. Be.nn,— 14-5-1920. 

What status has Mr. Magan Lai got? Put up Mr. Holland’s remarks that we do not 
recognise the right of council to appear in political cases. 

' R. R. Maconachie,— 12-6-1920. 


For Air. Holland's orders refeiTed to above, kindly see paragraphs 4 17, 18-20 of 
notes to Sirohi Aliscellaneous file X VI-93 submitted below, ’ ’ 


Air. Alagan Lai, Bar-at-Law, has no standing in political cases. Even in the Panchayat 
court cases which are mostly of legal nature, a legal practitioner is not allowed to appear in 
his capacity of a legal adviser except in very rare cases of exceptional character vide naraor-in},.! 
12-18 of notes to file 245 General V. O. ' para^rapus 


- S. D. J.,— 15-6 1920. - ' 

From paragraph 132. 

Resident, Mewar's demi-official letter and office note show that the greivances of the 
Rawat of Salumbar have received full attention but that the matter is at a deadlock in 
graphs 7,14-24 of letter). There seems no probability of any settlement until the deat^h'^^f 
the present Rawat. The matter may be postponed indefinitely, in accordance with W 
Holme’s and Colonel Spence's opinion. Resident may be informed accordino-ly Jemi off ’ 11 ' 


Resident’s office note may be returned to him. 
Agent to the Governor-General. 


R. R. AIaconachie, — 17-6-1920. 


Yes. 


R. A. E. Be.vn,— 17.6.102c 


Draft demi-official submitted, . 
S. D. J.,-17-C-1'920. 
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F. R. AlAcoNAcniE,— 18-6.1920.. 



Demi-official jeom E. E. Macokachie,Esq., First Assistant to ' the Agent to the 
Goveenor-GeneraLj Eajphtana, to W. H. J. Wilkinson, Esq., C.I.B,, I.C.S,, 
EesideNt, Mewar, No. 473-P. 0., dated Mount Abu, the 22nd June 1920, 

Please refer to Colonel Spence’s demi-official letter* No. 7-C., of the 27th February 1920, 

regarding the grievances of Eawat Onar Singh 


* Paragrap’n 141, ante. 


of Salumbar, Colonel Benn agrees in the opinion 


held by Mr. Holme and Colonel Spence that the matter may be postponed indefinitely. 

Your office note which was received with the demi-official under reply, is returned, 
herewith. 
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Appendix to Notes. 


J 

Salumbar Jj^airs. 

AaBNT TO THE GOVEENOE GeNEEAE — 


I think you m'vy wish to read the letter* , below from the Rawat of Salumbar in which 

*No. 2-14.15, dated the 16th Jaly, 1914. te states that he proposes to coerce his refractory 
- _ sub-jagirdars. I fancy there is no doubt that 

the Darbar's khalsa officials— the Hakim of the Magra Zillah, etc — back the jagirdars in 
flouting the authority of the RaWat and I have spoken to His Highness on the subject and 
eaid that should trouble occur between the Rawat and his jagirdarfe and this be traced to the 
'machinations of his officials, the Darbar must incur serious responsibility. 

I trust that the talked-of Satdars ’ Committee will do something to straighten onjb th® 
troubles of the Salumbar Rao. 


J. L. Kaye, — 6-8-1914, 

I I 

Bestdent, Metoar. 

Salumbar might be advised to postpone coercive measures, until middle of cold weather, 
by which time some developments may have occurred. 

Some of the offences in the list are rather trifling, e.g., killing a pig in a reserve. He 
would be wise to limit his charges to the more serious cases. 

' E. G. Colvin,— 6-8-1914, 

, Agent to the Governor-General Bajputana. 

I have drafted to the Rawatji of Salumbar. 

J. L. Kaye, — 9-8-1914, ' 


Besident, Meioar. 


Issued lecteu No 1425, dated the 11th August 1914, to the Rawat op Saluhbak. 


' The Salumbar Rao came to see me on Friday last (2nd October 1914). He talked of — 

(a) his application for leave to arrange for iiis daughter’s wedding to the Sailana 
Kunwar in November not having yet been granted by the Darbar. 

(5) his failure to obtain a loan for the purpose of (o) — 

He said he woufd not ask the Darbar for a loan and that no Sahukar would let 
him have the money without a guarantee of repayment (khatri) from the 
Residency, I told him again, as I had previously, that this could not be 
granted by me, 

(c) The rumour that there was a quarrel between the Raja -of Sailana and his eldest 

son, which might affect the marriage, 

(d) Boundary disputes being manufactured against the Thikana and improper inter- 

ference by the Sarara Hakim in his Thikana, 

(e) Interference by the Magra Hakim in the jagir villages granted by the Thikana to 

ladies of the Salumbar family. ‘ Kunta' in these villages was being made by 
the Hakim, which was an | improper interference, such being always done by the 
, Thikana authorities. 


aud (/■) the rumour of a Committee having been appointed, to deal with the Sardars' 
grievances. He had heard that the Maharaja Holkar of Indore and the 
Maharao of Kotah were members. The Sardars claimed to have two 
representatives. The Sardars had not been consulted. They must be informed 
of what oases would taken up and given time to prepare these, etc. 

I did not promise any interference with regard to [d) and (e) and refused information 
about if) merely saying that if he believed the rumour, he could not do better than proceed 
*4o get his case prepared for possible discussion. 


File. 


f 

J. L Kaye, — 5-10-1914, 


Besident, Meioar, 


Lettee No. 4, dIted the 8th Septesibee 1915, fromtbe Rawat op Salumbar. 

t 

Intimates that certain jagirdars under his estate have been disregarding his authority 
and defying the estate’s orders deliberately, but that he has taken no steps against them as 
yet, as he had been advised by the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor General and the 
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Besident to take no strong meaBures against the Jagirdars for a time and to keep patitnos’ 
Adds that the Jagirdar of Isarwas has become very disobedient and nses very objectionablf 
lant^nage in letters, etc., addressed by him to the Salumbar Thikana, etc., etc. Also snbmits a, 
Btarement shoiying the Jagirdar of Isanvas’ defiant attitude towards tho Thikana. 

Put up with previous correspondence at Agent to the Governor- General's visit. 

J. L. Kaye, — 9-9-1915, 

; Resident, Metcar. 


Agekt to the Goveenoe Geneeal ' , 

The question of the relations existing between the Kawat of Salumbar and seme of b’s 
subordinate jagirdars was brought to your notice a year ago, when, under your orders the 
letter marked “A" was written to the Kao. Matters between him and his jagirdars have not 
improved since last year and, as will be noticed, he again asks that any steps which he may 
take to enforce obedience from them will have onr approval. 

As you are going to give the Kao an interview to-day, perhaps you may think fit to t«ll 
him that the intention of His Highness the Maharana to hold the Mewar Committee is not 
dead (as His Highness intimated to you on Saturday) and he would still be wise to exercise 
patience till that Committee has assembled and dealt with the matters which will be referred 
to it. 

J. L. K [a ye], -20-9-1915, 

Resident ilevaT, 


Resident — 

A year has passed and I should think several more may pass before Salumbar’s cases are' 
settled by the Enquiry Committee. If the facts are correctly 'stated in the enclosure to 
Salnmbar's letter, some of these cases are pretty ,bad,e.y., Nos, 7 and TO. In these 
cases, the State authorities hive apparently called on the Salumbar estate to recover fines 
imposed on persons in the subordinate jagirs, thereby admitting Salnmbar's position as 
regards them. The jagirdars have sent insolent replies. 

I should be disposed in cases such as these to ask the Darbar to let Salumbar assert his 
authority over the Jagirdars, otherwise State business is impeded and State authority, as well 
as that of Salumbar, is flouted. The circumstances of any case in which Salumbar wishes to 
proceed against the jagirdars should be carefully examined. 

I did not see this file, unfortunately, till after my interview with Salumbar yesterday, 
as he did not specially refer to thpe cases. I am keeping a copy of these notes for record im 
my office. 

E. G. Colvin, — 21-9-1915, 

Agent to tho Governor-General, Bajpntaiia, 
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RAJPUTANA AGENCY. 


POLITICAL BRANCH. 


GRIEVANCES OF TH 3 RAWAT OP S'lLUMBAR AG1IN3T MEWAR. 
|tt|SCEI.LANi;0US DISPUTES WITH THU ME WAR DARBAR (MAIN FILE). 


1 


Letter No. 465, dated Udaipur, the 23rd Decemher 1907. 


¥rom- C. H. A. Hilt., Esq , c i.e., ix.b.. Resident, Mewar, 

To — C. 0. Watsow, Esq, i.c.s.. First Assistant to the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General, 
Eajpntana. 


1 have the honour to invite a reference to Major Pinhey’s official letter No. 412, dated 
. 23rd Autjust 1906, regarding' the Salumbar 

Matanpurtx case, in which he grade certain 
pecommendatiogs as to the aetiqn to be taken in the ev^nt of the Mewar Darbar not proceed- 
ing in the manner which the circurastinces, as then known, seemed to inlioate as correct. 

2. The Honourable the Agent to the Governor-CTeneral cousentel to defer any action there- 
on, pending the reoult of an enquiry into the rights of the case which I had undertaken tq 
pqniuot; and I hive now the hqumr to sgh-nit for his inforinatior the results of the enquiry. 

8. The pro 'eedings are compiled under the following five headings, vxz , — 

(1) Maiampttrsi. 

(2) Interference by the Darbar with Salumbar’s powers in the admini-.tration of 

justice. 

(1) Hun (the alluvial of the Dhebar Lakel. 

(4) Minor Complaints, 

(5) Conclusions. 

As all the claims, counter-claims, evidence and results are therein set forth at ( I regiet 
^0 say ) great length, I do not propose to recapitulate them in this letter, but to confine 
myself to reporting, for the Honourable the Agent to the Governor-GeneraPs igformatiou 
my subsequent proceedings. 


4. Having assured myself that the Hou’ble Mr. Colvin was generally disposed to concur 
jn the conclusions set forth in th-^ rasmoranda of enquiry, I felt myself at liberty to proceed 
towards a settlcmeut of the Mitanpwsi case which is the crui of the whqle trouble. I 
therefore read out a translation of iny cmaliisions in seotion V, very slig itly modified to 
meet the circumstances, to His Highness the Maharana, who acoepteJ the views in their en- 
tirety. 

5. In pursuance of part of the propjsils therein contained, I proceelel, on the Utfi De- 
ember, from Jaisitqandto Salumbar to intervinv the Ri.vat of Salumbar. lu order thit 
there might be ai possibility of misuaderstauding, I tra iscribed, and read o it to hiiq, the 
gist of my conclusions, in the words set forth in the accompiniment (A) to this letter. 

6. The Rawat acj'=-pt3d tho finling ou tho Mita'npursx question so philosophic illy that 
I am driven to the conoludou that he wis aware that there wis, to say the leist of it, a 
doubt as to the validity of the dojuments on which he relied. Indeed as in lie iting the 
callousness with which the forgery of documents is apparently regarded in Salumbar, I 
think I ought to report that he then procjeded to suggest that, since I had found that there 
were mistakes in those doouments, h-^wmll, ifl wo i Id give him time, produce others “of a 
similar kind.” It was for this reason partly, that I was compelled to communicate to him 
the warning contained in the final paiagraph of enclosure (A) of which it is necessary to 
give some explanation for the Hon'ble Mr. Colvin's information. 

^ * V I 

7. In the cour-e of the proceedings (last Jane) I leirnt that, in Mihinna Sarup Si igh’s 
time, the then Rawat ha 1 put forward precisely similar cl lims wh'ch hid Ijeon disp is’d b v 

|,he Davhar. On enquiry I found that the evidence then adduced hal been demon .trated ir, 

8A G G Eij, ... 
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be a forgery ; and, as I thought it possible that it might be the same evidence as is now 
a dnced, I a^ked to see the proceedings. I have the honour to attach a translation (^mark- 
ed ‘ B”) of an abstract of in the fir t column, Salnmbar’s edaims as then stated, and in the second 
(i) the Darbar’s reply, and ii) the comments added now by His Highne's. From these it is 
clear that, having failed, 40 years ago, to establish their rights on the strength of one set of 
forgeries, the Salumbar people set to -work and drew up another — and the latter were 
more skilful and far more difficult to refute, requiring a cb'se examination of history and dates. 
In these circumstances, I conceived it essential, if there were ever to be a settlement of this 
Ma(ontpur.ii claim, to inform the Rawat, in the mo't nniuislakeahle langnaire, that nr further 
vidence would be attendt-d to. I was fortified in this conclusion by the circumstance that, 
when at Salumbar, last March, I took the precautior, at the end of our three days'’ examina- 
tion of papers, to ask the Rawat whether he had any other evidence to produce, and he told 
me he had given me all that esi-ted with any bearing on the claims then at stake. I fmst 
that, in the circnmstances, not only will the Hon’ble the Agent to i he Governor-General 
approve of the stafemeut I made to the Rawat, but that, in the circumstances, it may he put 
on record that Salumbar has had every opportunity of adducing all h's evilence, and that 
there n ill be a very strong u prmri suspicion of the genuineness of any document that may 
be produced in future 

8. But, for the reasons ■which will now appear, I do not anticipate that the Kawat-'s 
claim that the Maharana should come to Salumbar for tlie Malampurti ceremony will again 
be revived. It will be observed that, in enclosure" A, I advised the Rawat to tender absolute 
submission and nsk pardon for his past contumacy. He represented that to admit, fofirifrw 
verits, tb.it he h.id hi en guilty of any specific offence against the Uarbar would be fatal to 
him and the Thtkana Tuere is much force in thi-^, since the Views obtaining in Rajpntana 
On ethical questions of this kind differ somewhat from Western idea’. I accordingly waived 
the insertion of specific words of confession, provided he would definitively and finally waive 
his aud his Jojir’s claim to be Matampursi’d by His Highness, and provided he would 
insert words which, though they did not recite any specific offences, requested- pardon and 
indicated regret. After a long discussion, the result was the letter to His Highness of which 
1 attach a translation (marked “C”) and which I brought back with me to Jaijamand and 
presented to His Highness, who expresses himself entirely satisfied and states that he will 
take an early" ojiportunity of sending the Maharaj Kunnar to Salumbar. 

0. The results, then of my proceedings are : — 

(a) the abandonment, formally, by Salumbar of his -pretensions to be Matampursi'’d 
' at Salumbar by His Highness ; 

{by the acceptance {vide section V, paragraphs 7 and 8) by His Highness of the 
suggestion that the other nobles shall be notified of the results of the enquiry j 
(c) His Highness’ agreement to consult me as to any action that may be taken in 
dealing with Salumbar, and 

((f) His Highness’ promise to send the Maharaj Kunwar to Salumbar. 

[Incidentally, I may mention that the Rawat ji offered to sign at once the quolnama 
agreed to by the other Saidars on the subject of judicial administration but which Kesri 
Singh refused to sign in 1878 {vide paragraphs 1 (3) and 6 of section II of the memoranda).^) 

1 0. On the quesrion whether the results thus achieved will materially and permanently 
^ameliorate the relations between His Highness and Salumbar it is too early yet to pronounce 
an opinion. There were circumstances connected with the appointment of Rawat Unar 
Singh to Salumbar which render his subsequent conduct peculiarly exasperating j and, unless 
the Rawat really acts upon the advice I gave him, and abandons bis attitude of irreooncileahle 
resistence to all requests from the Darbar, I have not much hope of improvement, It is most 
unfortunately the case that the present Rawat is unstable as water. He can do nothing 
without consulting the M ji, and is surrounded by people whose direct interest it is to perpet- 
uate the traditional quarrel between the I'arbar and Chandaji’s representative. On the 14th 
December, I insisted on his deciding matters for himself and would allow the attendance of 

• Note — E.- vrlj in Uewar baa a EOmewhat protracted meaning. 
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no one ; but I have little doubt tbatj on my depaiture, be has submitted to the reproaches 
of his people for not taking their advice, and that he would, if it were possible, revoke all he 
has said and done. It is, indeed, quite possible that, it may hereafter be represented that 
the Rawatji signed the paper (enclosure C) under compulsion He endeavoured to pave the 
way for a eolouiable presentment of the proceedings in this light by s.iying he would do 
anything if I gave the Hiikm and by enquiring whether it was my Hukm that he 
should write the letter. I said it was no question of an order ; that I had c me over to 
Balumbar solely out of consideration for the interest of the Thii'ina, aud that, if he rejected 
the 'advice I ha i given him, I should go away with regret, but that I certainly would give 
no' orders as to his acceptance of it. If he rejected it I shall leave without the letter, and 
His Highness would probably feel that no conciliatory measures would be of smallest use. 
Moreover, as I pointed out, it made no practical difference to the merits of the case whether 
he signed the renunciation of his claims to the Matampu'si or not, since the decision disposed 
of that in any case. I trouble Mr. Coiviu, with regret, with these particulars, because they, 
in my opinion, indkate that there is but slender hope that so weak a character will ever be 
able to withstand the evil influences which, for 7 years past, have effaced all the individuality 
Hawat Unar Singh may once have possessed. His health is bad and he has no son ; and his 
surroundings, and the conditions of the past 7 years have all tended to uudermine the mental 
strength of a character naturally aimable but hopelessly weak. 

11 . In conclusion, and with reference to the course adopted in this particular case, I 
desire to point out, with some emphasis, that we had no loeus standi in this dispute ; that Sal- 
nmbar had no busin 'ss to represent his case as he did, and that it concerned a matter of 
internal interest with whicU it was no business of mine to interfere. I mention the matter 
because (a) I do not cons der that this case shonld form a precedent for mo re or less formal 
proceedings and reports in future disputes of an analogous kind, and {6} the Darbar, in 
consenting to enter upon the whole question and placing at my disposal all their papers in 
the case, would greatly regret their compliisance in the mitter if they thought that it would 
he cited as a precedent, much do I regard His Highness' action as exceptional that I 
would ask the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General, if he concurs ia the above view, 
to authorize me to express to the Maharana his acknowledgments for the manner in which 
he has permitted access to his papers and for his courtesy and f.iirmindedness tliroughout the 
enquiry. Mo’ cover, if .Mr. Colvin will add an expression of his appreciation of His High- 
ness' readiness so promptly to send the Mabaraj Kunwar to Salumbar, I have no diubt 
that that appreciation will be greatly valued and will tend to the healing of this deplor- 
able quarrel. 


List of Enclosures.— 

(1) Appendices A. B. and C. 

^2) Memoranda of enquiry. — 

I. Matampnrsi. 

II. Interference by Darbar in administration of justice. 

III. Eun. 

IV. Minor complaints. 

V. Conclusions. 

(3) Exhibits A. to S. 

APPENDIX A. 

I have now examined carefully all the evidence which yon gave me about the Mafam- 
pursi. The chief documents upon which you rely are 

(1) Farwana from Maharana Kumbhaji to Eawat Kandaljl on which the date written 

is Maha Sudi 5, Sambat 1483. 

(2) Parioana from Amar Singh II, son of Jai Singh, daied Sambat 1765. 

(Sj Fubkar from Colonel Lawrence of 1855 A. D., who assumed it was the usual 
practice for the Maharana to go to Salumbar. 
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(4J Eawat Kesri Singh's letter in which the words occur “ we piay Eklingji to gh'e 
jou a son and that he should come” and ancient cn'tom should he observtd.” 

As to the Parwana to Kandalji, 1 have found out that it cannot genuine. Kura- 
bhaji did not become Eana till Sainbat 1490^ This is prove I by a stone inscription afj, 
Lklingji showing that Mokalji still lived m 14S5 ami by an inseripion at Chilpr which ^ 
have read which also shows Mokalji lived two or three years after the date on the Farwana.. 
The which yon jonrself rnt in also shows that Jloialji dred in 1490. Puither,^ 

even if it was not false, it shows nothing about the Ma(ampU'si. 

As to Amor Singh’s Pa npoM a. Thi^ is dated 1765. It says that "afterwards Rawat 
Kandalji died in Sambat 175i. On this occasion according to old rights and privileges of 
Salumbar the Maharana visited Salumbar and taking- the Eawat with hirn to Udaipur 
performed the ceremony of T.ulwar-bandh'it/^ 

According to well-known history, borne out by records'^ supplied by Salumbar in past 
days and supported by Bedla history Eawat Eagunath Singh was banished from Salumbar 
by Rana Kaj tingh for rebellion, aad went to Delhi, and neither his son Rattan Singh ncr his, 
successor Kaodalji were ever at Salumbar. Rattan Singh was given the Jagir of Chavand, 
hut Salumbar remained with the Oliohan Raoji of Parsoli, Rattan Singh’s son, Kandalji, was, 
ttld he could have Salumbar if he killed Kesri Singh of Parsoli who had rebelled. He did 
so, but was himself killed also. Kandalji’s son Kesri Singh succeeded to Salumbar. 

Therefore the P^r 1 oana which recites untrue fayts cannot b.e relied upon and must be 
regarded as a forgery. 

As to Colonel Lawrence's Fubkar it states that it is the practice to go to Salumbar for. 
tbe Matampnrn. Colonel Lawrence clearly was ju‘’ging on the evidence then available 
and bad not made ecqniry into histroy. If he had, he wo.uld have found that the evidence 
was f.dse. 

As to Rawat Kesri Singh's lette?, I can find no regspn to assum,e it means anything 
bnt uhat it actually says. 

In these eirennostancos, after mnch consideivition, I have decided that there is no trust- 
worthy evidence that Salumbar has any right based on old custom. 

On two occasions, it is true, the Rana has actually performed the Mniamptersi ceremony 
at Salumbar— once in Bhim Sinsh's time, and once in Shimbhu Singh’s time. Both these 
were spcei.a! occasions Bhim Singh did it at the special lequest of the Maji and Shimbhu 
Singh was taaeu to Salumbar by tbe Nobles, in whose power he then was. Neither of these, 
is a precedent which establishes a tight. 

Vott will therefore, in future, receive no snppwt in yo.ur claim to he Rlafainpio'si’d at 
Salumb.ir, and I may mention that it will be no use appealing to the Hon’ble the Agent 
to the Governor-General since I have shown him all the papers and evidence and he is con- 
vinced that your evidence is untrustworthy. You a^e perhaps not to blame, but either your, 
ancestors or advisf'is are to blam.e for having gorged false document. 

As to interference by tbe Durbar in your administration of justice. You rely on — 

(!) ParWdna, dated Mangsar Sudi 1st, Sambat 1755, from A.mar Singh which reads; — 
'■ Yon are oidered to punish the, criminals in tbe Jagirdars, Nobles, and Khalsa 
villages in the Chapan Pargana. IE any one complains the Darbar will not 
attend to the complaint.’'' - 

(2) pjTwana of Kumbhaji of Sambat 1483, which is a forgery. 

(3) Kesri Singh’s refusal, in Sambat 1936, to enter into the agreement, with the 

other Nobles, about civil and criminal powers. 

As to tbe Parwana pf 1755. Even if it is gennine it only gives directions and authority 
io Kfsri Singb not to bis snccessors, 1 bave seen many similar documents given to other 
people, and none of them have been taken to give a right in perpetuity. 

As to Kesii Singh’s refusal. The facts are that Rana Sajjan Singb wrote an identical 
letter to all SanUrs to invite thorn to consider the judicial rules in Committee. Kesri Singh' 
refused to serve alleging be had full powers. Most of the other Nobles served on the 
Committ-e and agreed to the rules— but not all. The Meja Raoji and some others refused. 
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I)oes this mean tbai the Meja Eaoji too can claim the same independence — though, for 
example, the JBedla Raoji, who is much bigger, cannot ? This is absuid. 

But even if the Darbar had given Chandaji full powers, and even if ChandajBs successors 
had not forfeited those powers by rebellijn, the British Government, which holds the Darbar 
reepcnsible for the adminisi ration of justice, would not allow such complete independence as 
is claimed by Salumbar. When the Resident hears of bad government in a yi/yir he asks 
the Darbar for report and the Daibar must have power to supervise. 

In those whose Raojis were wise, an agreement was made. There there is less 
trouble and the Darbar has to interfere less. It was foolish to refuse to enter the agreement 
As to the Bun, as I said before, I am not going to enquire in detail ; but your claim to 
the whole Run is absurd. You know now that the Partoatia giving you the whole Run is a 
forgery ; and before I found that it was false I thought it must be because it was impossible 
that the whole Run could be yours since Koiabar and Kbalsa villages also surround the Dbe- 
bar lake. The demarcation of yotir villages and rights is for the Boundary Settlement 
Officer. All I can declare is that you are not entitled to the whole, 

I am sorry thus to haye to find that youy claims are based on forgeries and have no 
validity. But that is the fact. I have told the Darbar that that is my opinion. 

It remains for me to give you advice. It is to make speedy submission to the Darbar, 
You should express regret that, owing to the mistake of yonr ancestors you have advanced 
wrong claims which you now withdraw. If you do this I will endeavour to help you to secure 
the favour of the Darbar, and all minor troubles will easily be settled. 

If you will agree now to address a Khat to the Darbar I will take it with me and en- 
,deavour to get His Highness to forgive you speedily. 

This is good advice and is in the interests of your tzzat. You perhaps did not know 
that your clatme were based on false papers. Therefore it was no dishonour to pi ess your 
claims. Now you do know that your Partoanas are false. If you p’ress your claims now it 
will bp derogatory to your tzzat. And you will receive no sympathy or help from the 
British Government. 

Finally I must remind you that, in Rana Sarup Singh's time similar claims were ad- 
yanced on thestiengfch of alleged Farwanas tiom Rana Mokalji. The Darbar proyed those 
Parwiflnas to be foigeries and the claim now made is based on other forgeries, I strongly 
advise you to make no further reliance on Parwanas of this kind. 


appendix B. 


Salumbar’s daiui as stated in the 
reign of Maharana Sarnp 
Singhji. 


I. Darhar’c reply at the time, and 


II. Comments now added j>y Hie 
Highness. 


Sanad No. 1 hearing 6 Seals . — The 
Salnmhar authorities produced a 
Tamba Potra, 'dated Sawan Sudi 
7th, Sami at 1427, pui porting to 
have been gi anted by Mahaiana 
Lakhaji. 

/ 


At the bottom of the Tamba Taira, 

■ dated t-ambat 1427, the following 
is recorded and is signed by 
Kunwar Mokulji in Sambat 1437 
ar the age of 9 years. “ This 
Tamba Ta^ra was granted _ hy 
Daji Kaj Bhaiji Shri Chundaii in 
Saruhat 1427. It is confirmed by 
order* * signed by Bbai Hokalji 
in presence of Shri Daji Eaj. Hy 
age IB 9 years. Sambat 1437. 
The above is correct.” 


Maharana lakhaji was installed in 
Sambat 1439. How can the 
Tumba Patra be dated Sambat 
1427 or 12 years earlier? 


(1) Mokulji is represented to have 
wrHteu that thia Tamba Fatra 
was granted by Daji R.aj fMaha- 
rana Lakhaji) in Sambat 1427, 
History shows that Mahaiana 
lakhaji succeeded to the throne 
in Sambat 1439. How can the 
above sentence of the Tamba 
Fatra he considered genuine, as 
Maharana Kshetia Singhji inled 
in Sambat 1427 f 


It is clear from page 305, Yolome I, 
of the History that Mahap.ma 
lakhaji succeeded to the throne 
in Sambat 1439. T^hen the 
Maharana did not rule in Sambat 
1427, how can the Tamba Faira, 
purporting to have been granted 
by him in Sambat 1427 be con- 
sidered genuine ? Toe diffpence 
is of 12 years. 


8 A G G Baj. 
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Salumbar’s claim as ‘tated in the 
reign of Jlaliarana Sarup 
Singhji. 


There are bis seals at the top of the 
Tamha pa'ra of sambat 1427, oie 
coniains the following waids 
“ Malnrana Sbri Partab Singhii, 
Sambat lo34." 


The Tamha Patra of Sambat 1427 
contains the eignutare of Pancholi 
Behaci Bast. 


Sanad jVo. 2 . — Sfaharana Mohnlji’e 
Por^ana, datel Pos Sndi 9lh, 
Sambat_ 1443, to the addreee of 
Chanda]! calling him from Mandu. 


Sannd 7\’o 3 . — Mabarana bloknlji's 
Parwana dated Phagan Sc.di 13th, 
Sambat 1444. to the address of 
Chandaji asking him not to go to 
hlandn and to remain here. 


Sanaa rf.— Jifaharana Sfokolji’s 
Parwana, dated Atoj Sndi 13th, 
Satrbat_ 144# , to the address of 
Chandaji regarding ceremonies 
and costomi connected with 
ilatasparsi. 


I. Darhar’s reply at the time, and 


f2) Moknlji is represented to have 
given his age as 9 years at the 
time hut history shows that 
Mokalji was fiom a wife whom 
jtiaharane Cakhaji married after 
his snccBSsion to the throne. 
Supposin" Miihaiana Lakhaji was 
married in Sambat 1439, tV e year 
'lie came to the throne, and a ■■on 
was born to him the sams year, 
heconld be 9 yea's of ane only in 
Sambat 1449 and not in Sambat 
1437, This shows a difference of 
12 years. In the clrcamstances, 
hi'W can the sentence alleged to 
have been wiittcn By him be 
considered gonnine p The differ- 
ence Will be still gi eater if Maba- 
rana hakliaji married many years 
after Sambat 1439. According to- 
the Tamha Patra, which is dated ) 
Saiobat 1427, the difference is 12 i 
years aid according to the dale of 
the si^atnre, viz., Sambat 1437, 
the differenie is 12 years more. 

1 he total difference thus amonnts 
to 24 years. 

The Tamha P,itTo pnrports to have 
been granted by Mahaiana Lak- 
haji and bears the seal of ilaha- 
rana Partab Singhji of Sambat 
1*24. __ But Mahar..ii8 Partab- 
sioghji sncccoded to the throne 
in Sambat 1628, then how can the 
seal be da'ed Sambat lC2i. 
Partab Singhji existed 9 genera- 
tions after Lakhaji. 


Beharl Dassj! was contempoiary 
with lilaharanas Sagram Singhji 
and Jagat Singhji and not with 
Lakhaji — then who does his signa- 
ture appear in the latter’e (Lakha- 
ji’s) reign P 


Mahsrana Mokalji succeeded to the 
throne in Sambat 14&4. How 
could the paricana have been 
written in Sambat 1443 or '11 
years earlier P 


Mabarana Moknlj: succeeded to the 
gaddi in Sambat 1.154. How 
could he possibly have written the 
Parwana in Sambat 1444 or 10 
years earlier P 


Ifabarana Moknlji ascended the 
gaddi in Sambat 1454, How 
corrid be have written the Parwana 
in Sam’bat 1417 ? 


II. Comments now added by His- 
Highness. 


Page 145 of Vol. II of the Kistory 
shows that Mabarana Partab- 
Singbji ascended the throre 'rr 
Sambat lliiS and that Mabarana 
TJdai Singhji ruled in Sambat 162 1 .. 
In these circnuistances, how can 
Mabarana Partab Singh ji’c seal 
dated Sambat 1624, be considered 
genuine ? Besides this Mabarana 
Partab Singhji ru'od 9 generatrona, 
i.e., Ib9 years after Lakhaji. 

Pages 9..0. 974 and 977 of Tol. Ilf 
of the History shows that P.incho- 
li Eehart Dassji existed during the 
rule of Mabarana Sagram Singhji 
who asended the throne in Sambat 
1767 and died in Sambat 1790. 
How can Behnri Hassji be supposed 
to have eignod a doctrment 340 
years before his existence, and hnrr 
can the signature represent- d to 
his oryn, be considered genuine P 

From Pago 310 of Vol. I of the 
History, it is clear that Mabarana 
Moknlji succeed d to the gaddi in 
Sambat 1454. Tbe-^ Partrana, 
dated Sambat 1443, nnrpor-ing to 
have been written by Mabarana 
Mokulji cannot tbeiefore he oan- 
sidered gunnine. There is & 
difference of 11 yeais. 

Page 310 of Vol. 1 of the History 
shows that Mabarana Moknlji 
snocoodod to the gaddi in Sambat 
1464 The Parwana, dated Sam- 
hat 1444, is therefore entirely 
false. 

Pago 310 of Vol. I of the History 
shows that. Mabarana Mokalji as- 
cended the gaddi in Sambat 1454. 
Hrw can the Parwana, dated Sam- 
bat 1447, purporting to have been 
granted by Mabarana Mokulji bo 
considered genuine P There is 
difference of 7 years. 
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Salumbar’s claim as stated in the 
- leign of vlabarana Saiup 
Sin^liji. 


Sanad No. 5 . — Maharana Vibrama- 
ditya’s Parwana, dated-Chait Bndi 
7th, Sambat 1572, to tie addiess 
of Eawat Khangarii regarding 
his inability to pay a condolence 
visit owing to illness. 

The Parwina mentione "that Sain 
Dasji and his son were slain at 
Chitor. ^ 


I. Darbar’fl reply at the time, and 


II. Comments now added by His 
Highness. 


Bawat Khagiiiji was contemporarv 
with Maharana Udai Singhji which 
fact is stated in the list lately 
sahmitted hy Salumbar to the 
Eesident, while Maharana Vikra- 
maditya’s-Parwana, dated Sambat 
167 2, previonsly submitted bv 
Salnmhar purports to have been 
addressed to Ehangarji. IVhich 
of the statements made by Salura- 
bar should be considered as correct P 


Vihramadityaji ascended the gaddi 
in^auibat 169i while the Parwana 
is dated Sambat 1572 How 
con Id behave written the Parwana 
18 or 19 yeais earlier? h'anat 
Khangarji did not exist in Sam- 
bat 1673. Eawat Sain Desji and 
his son were si lin in Samhat 1624 
when Chitor was conqueted in 
Maharana Idii Singbii's time. 
How does the Parwana mention 
that they were slain in Sumbat 
1572 or 52 years eailier P 


Maharana Vikramadityaii ascended 
the gaddi in .'-auibat 1688, vtdo 
page 26 of Vol I of the His- 
to'y. Todd’s Bajnsthan shows 
that the Maharana B..rceeded to 
the gaddi in Samhat 1691. How 
could the Paiwana have been 
written by Maharana ViKramadi- 
tyajl in Simhat 1672, as Maharana 
Sagram Singhji and not Maharana 
Viuiamadityaji ruled in 'Samhat 
1672 P 


This Parwana, dated Samhat 1572, 
mentions that Eawat Sain Dasji 
and his son were slain at Chitor, 
hut page 82 of Vol lot the His- 
tory shows that" Eawat Sain Dasji 
was slain in Samh it 1624 when 
Akbar invaded Chitor, How does 
the Parwana mention that Sain 
Dasji was slain in Samhat 1572 or 
62 years earlier ? 


Sain Dasji was slain in the time of 
Maharana Udai Singhji and Vik- 
ramaditya'ji ruled prior to Udai 
Singhji. Huw con'd Vtkrama- 
dityaji have mentioned thi’ fact 
in his Parwana, as the incident 
relates to Mahar.na Udai Singhji’s 
time^.“ Further the geneological 
tab'e late y suhToitied by Ssluinbar 
to the Eesident show's that Sain 
Dasji Was contemporary with 
Mahtiraua Udai Singhji. The 
Parwana dated Samhat J672 pre- 
viously submitted hy Salumbar 
shows that Sain Da\ii was slain 
prior to Samhat 1572. Which of 
the statements made by Salumbar 
can he considered to he correct P 


APPENDIX C. 

Tvanslafion of a communication from Sawat Unar Singh of Salumbar to His Highness the 
Maharana of Udaipurj dtted ^angsar Sudi lOth^ Sa.mbat 196d Ifdth December 190?). 

Your Highness' order is that it is Jthe custom for the Maharaj Knnwar to go to Salum- 
bar for the Matampuni. I therefore beg to request that Your Highness will be pleased 
to kindly send the Maharaj Kunwar to Salumbar at an early date. I am quite confident of 
^Your Highness’ favour. Tour HighnesB is my lord. I beg Your Highness’ pardon’for what 
has occurred and for unfortunately remaining away from you. 
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(Enclosnrsa^ to Appendix A.) 

Exhibits in Salujubae’s case. 


A Translation of a Partaana from Maharana Kvmhhaji to Bkai Kttndalji, dated' ifah'ai 

Svdi &tli, Samiai 1483. 

On the demise of K^kh,ji Chmdaii, yon are granted the title of Rawat, llaiamj>ursi-, 
Sirojiao to you and your zenana and the following pargana with great dignity — 

The pargana of Sirohi. 

Nalodai village in the pargana of Godwal. 

Ecgnn. 

Eichor. 

You already possess Kotharia 

You can establish your capital wherever you please.. 

The Sirojiao will consist of ; — 

2 Siioj aos. 

Kantbi, set with pearls. 

Diamond Sir-pcch. 

2 Diamond wristlets. 

Pearl ear-rings. 

Hookar plumes. 

Sword, set with jew'els. 

Shield. 

Yak tails. 

Elephants — one for conveying your standard and ono with Bovodak. 

4 horses — two with gold and silver-mounted trappings and two others. 

4 gold and silvei -mounted maces. 

1 Kettle drum. 

You u ere sent to your haveli mounted on an elephant with all my followers and; 
in'ignias and Yak tail beavers. This dignity has been granted to you and your heirs in 
perpetuity. In this State there is no one over you. Yon are the pillar of the State. 

Written as dictated by the Maharana. 


B.—Ttanslaiion of a Tarwana, dated Mangsar Siidi, 2nd, Sanibat 17Go, granted by 
Maharana Amar Singhji to liaioat Kesri Singhji of SaUmbar. 

Mhen the late Maharana was going^to construct the Jaisagar Lake, Rawat Kundalji 
represented that Salnmhar and other villages were acquired by his -ancestors at the sacrifice 
of 1 heir lives, that when he was installed be was granted a putta oi. assurance in Sambat 
IToQ, and that it was not proper to act contrary to the patta which His Highness would do 
if the villages of his gutta would be submerged by the Lake. Maharana Jai Singh there- 
upon granted the alluvial of the Lake to Salumbar in return for all the villages of that putta 
submerged by the Lake, and after the construction of the dam the State share of the produce 
of the alluvial accordingly continued to be taken by Rawat Kandalji up to Sambat 1751. 

Afterwards, the Rawat died in Sambat 1752. On this occasion, according to the old 
cn-tom of the estite, Maharana Jai Singh visited Salumbar and brought you with him to 
Ddaipar and performed the ceremony of Talwar-hatidi, 

Tne produce of the alluvial was taken by the State that year and on your making a 
represeatation in the matter an order wis issued, but no parwana was granted. Owing to no 
ya-iccia having been granted to yon the State share of the prodnce of the alluvial has again 
b-ea demandM by the State and yon have therefore again submitted a representation on 
tlesubj.-t On this account, this iiancjfta is granted to you. ¥0 Bhons will be sent or any 
dfmacJ made from you in connection with the alluvial or your village. ' 
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C ^Liit of Sawais of Salumiav toJio received visits of condolence from, the Mahiranas from 

the time of Rawat Kicndalji. 


Serial number. 

. 

Name of the Eawat. 

Name of Thihana 
where His Highness 
went for condolence 

ceremony. 

' 

Name of His Highness who 
went for condolence ceremony. 

o n 

o ea 

-S g Ee 

o cn o 

^ ^ S • 

p£} »- O 

U-l « rt 

c « S 

© S'gcS 

9 rt o 

ea ^ ^ eu 

izi 

EEMilBEB. 

1 

Eaw^t Knndalji, son of 
Chandaji. 

Bhainsror. 

Maharana Sri Knmbliaranji . 

Kumalgarb 


2 

II 

Sain Dasji 

Do. 

II 

„ Udai Singhji 

Chitor. 


3 

11 

Khangar Dasji . 

Begnn. 

II 

„ TJdai Singhji . 

Begun. 



l> 

Eatan Singhji . 

Bhainsror 

II 

„ Sagram Singhji. 

Bhainsror. 


8 

1) 

Eiehan Dasji . 

Begnn. 

•’ 

„ Partab Singhji . 

Begnn. 


6 

II 

Jet Singhji 

Salumbar. 

II 

„ Amar Singhji . 

Ddaipur. 


7 


Man Singhji 

Do. 

II 

„ Amar Singhji . 

Do. 


e 

Eawat Firlhi Singhji . 

Salumbar. 

Maharana 

Sri Jagat Singhji . 

Udaipur. 


e 

]} 

Eughnath Singhj 

Do. 

II 

„ Eaj Singhji 

Do. 


10 

ft 

Eatan Singhji . 

• •• 



• t* 

• 

Died within 4 
yeaie. 

11 

11 

Kandalji . 

Salumbar. 

11 

„ Eaj Singhji 

Udaipur. 


12 

II 

Kesri Singhji . 

Do. 

II 

„ Jey Singhji 

Do, 


13 

11 

Kuvar Singhji . 

Do. 

II 

„ Jagat Singhji . 

Do. 


14 

II 

Tej Singhji . 

Do. 

II 

„ Jagat Singhji . 

Do. 


16 

II 

Jodh Singhji . 

Do. 

If 

„ Eaj Singhji 

Do, 


16 

II 

Pahar Singhji . 

Nahar Magra. 

»l 

„ Ari Singhji . 

Do. 


17 

11 

Bhim Singhji . 

Salumbar. 

11 

„ Ari Singhji . 

Do. 


18 

II 

Bhawani Singhji 

Do. 

II 

,, Bhim Singhji . 

Do. 


19 

ft 

Fadam Singhji . 

Do. 

II 

„ Bhim Singhji . 

Do. 


20 

II 

Kesri Singhji . 

««* 



««• 

His Highness did 
not come owing 
to Salumbar'a 
protest against 
the Qoulnama. 

21 

•1 

Jodh Singhji . 

Salumbar. 

It 

„ Shimhhn Singhji 

Udaipur. 


22 

II 

IJnar Singhji . 





Now under dis- 
pute. 


Before the foundation of Udaipur the Rawato from Chanda to Kishen Dassji, Nos. 1 to 
5, had their head-quarters at Bhainsror and Begun, hence the condolence ceremonies took 
place at Bhainsror and Begun and the Tahoar~bandi ceremony at Kumalgarh, Bhainsror, 
iChitor and Begun, respectivelj. _ Prom the time of Rawat Kishen Dassji, we were called 
Kishnawats and it ife he who took possession of Salumbar by the sword from Sing Salumbra, 
^hose Chabutra is up to this time at Salumbar near Suraj Pol. 

Since that time the condolence ceroony is being perfmormed at SalumbZar and the alwar^ 
pajidi ceremony at Udaipur. 

8 A Q G 3aj. 
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J).-—Tr,vi!,lition of acommun.icaiion,Aateil M'lgh. Surli 2ml, Sambjt 1006, from Batnaf 
Kesri Singh of Salumlar to ibiaharana Sant]) Singh of Vilaipir. 

You aro mj superior and my Lard. If you look upon me rvitb favour, then only I can 
maintain myself. You told Captain Brooke and lie commnnicated the order to me here. I 
hear your orders on my head. You will maintain the custom which you have established as 
you are roy master. I do not regard anything in the world superior to you. I have 
committed no fault. But inferiors are alwap's at fault. They commit four faults at every step. 
1 on will, therefore, not regard ray short comings but consider your greatness and regard mO 
with good will. You have written about sending Sri Kunwarji. My reepeated prayer to 
Bklingji is that you may he blest with a son and that he may come to call (me). You 
have been pleased to give this order. As you have madethis fal (meaning probably custom) 
you will be pleased to maintain it. You are great, my god and like Eklingji. This is my 
prayer. 


E.~Exlract from Kharita, dated 4th July 1865, from blaharana Samp Singh of Udaipur 
to Lieutenant-Colonel G. St. P. Lawrence, Political Agent, Mewar. 

You write to me that both the Agent to the Governor-General and yourself advised me 
w en .at aipur, that I should go to Salumbar to perform the ceremony of investiture, in 
order that the Chief of that place may have no mom to complain. I spoke to you on this 
subject as well as submitted for your inspection a bald (or ledger) showing that it was usual for 
1 10 lieu-appamnt to go to Salumbar ; that this was acknowledged by Pawat Padam Singh and 
was aho contained m the paper presented by Bawat Kesri Singh to Captain Biooke, on which 
you said bat as I had no Kunwar, I should go myself, that if this was not done, the Salumbar 
Chief will not come to Udaipur. I replied that I was wcdl acquainted with his ways and 
manners ; that his coming to Udaipur would only be productive of evil. You then said that 
I should do as I pleased. You now wish me to go to Salumbar ; the faefis, on Colonel Low's 
el mg me that all disputes would.cease if I went to Salumbar, I said 1 bad no objection to do so 
mt that I was apprehensive the Salumbar Chief on coming here might wish to act as a 

Bhanjgurria (or councillor), and disobey my orders, on which I was assured that this would 

never be the case. I then spoke to you that if the Salumbar man gave a haud-writino- to the 

S hi ^ Salumbar”. The 

Sahib tried h,s best to persuade Kesri Singh to give a writing, but he would not listen and 

eturned to his estate. Under these circumstances, my going to Salumbar was dropped. ' 


]\oie on the IBijoHa cqsg, 

Darlar quotes the list of honours belonging to Bifolia descrihod t) ? ■ ^ 

up originally in Maharana Bhim Singh's (Tod's) time.-called the ^ 

ment contains a list of all the first class Sardars of a i -T • 

detail the extent of their jagir, the honours to which each is entitJeT^a'^TTf 

which each has obtained from former Chiefs and in /.-. aI, 'P^anous Sanads 

the Kamdaran and Faojdaran of the THhana Unfort ® is signed by 

drawn up at the time wilh the original skraLes^frr f 

by the Darbar is a ropy only. But it bears every indication *>0^^ bnoted 

^ and avthovic 
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Bijolia, however, objected to its antbeotioity or at any rate to its applicability in his 
ease, on the ground that in his Tahoar-landliui case, this document was not accepted hy the 
Davbar as an authority, and therefore, should not be taken as such in the persent instance. 
Here the matter has rested until the late Dasehra, when the Raoji has again come to Udaipur 
though too late to join in any of the regular Desehra processions. 

On the Eao’s arrival at Udaipur His Highness placed the whole case before me and* 
asked me to interview the Rao and find out whether he was now willing to obey the Daihar’s 
orders and if not to advise the Maharana as to the action he should take in the matter, 1 ^ 
interviewed the Rao on the subject yesterday with the following result; I pointed out to 
him ; — 


(1) That whatever may he the rights of the . case it was most disrespectful on his 
part to return the Darhar’s letter in original as he had done. 


(&) That as regards the insignia question 1 was satisfied from the evidence set 
before me bv the Uarhav that in many instances the Sardars had been gradual- 
ly, ever since Maharana Sarup Singh’s time, assuming icsignia over and 
above those to which they were entitled and that, in order to stop such 
irregularities in future, His Highness had been obliged to make careful 
enquires into the subject. The most impoitant decument dealing with it 
was the w'ell-known Put/a Bliai which contains lists of the emblems to 
which each Jagirdar had been entitled up to Bhim Singh’s time and it 
appeared to me that the Darbar was perfectly justified in enquiring by what 
right or on the strength of what Sanad or Khas Hukka any jagirdar carried 
emblems not mentioned in the Putta Baht. The emblems to which Bijolia 
is entitled by the Pntta Bain are two silver Chhatris, two Masals, 1 Nagara, 
1 Nishan, and 1 Palki, Bes.des these every jagirdar c.in carry a Jarap, 
. Dhupkeri, Chawa and Bandnks But these Utter are not specially men- 
tioned as they are well-known to be the custom, and are considered of small 
account, whereas <he Maghadumbar, Adani and gold Chharri are important 

insignia of Royalty and cannot be carried'by any one except the Chief in his 

own possession unless he possesses a special Sanad to this efieet. 

^3) As regards Talwar-bandhai not having been mentioned in the Puita Baht 
I pointed out that lalwar-handiiai Nazarana was due from every jagir- 
dav on succession according to Rajput custom and that^ ordinarily speaking 
there would be no mention of it in a document of this kind except in the case 
of those few Jagirdars who were specially excused. In his case there was Uq 
mention of it because be was not excused. 


Somewhat to my surprise the Rao was most amenable, and said that he had no wish to 
tarry the dispute any further, that he apologised for having returned the Darbars letter and 

wished to be pardoned for that and any offensive letters that may have hekn written in his 

name by a Jormer Kamdar, who had been dismissed a years ago, that if the Darbar would 

send him a list of the insignia which he might carry with him iu processions he would only 

use these in future or, if. His Highness preferred it he would lay all his insignia at Sn Hnzur s 

feet and take back any that HiB Highness might he pleased to conUr on him with a fresh 

Sanad; and that in Maharat-ka-Shikar on the 6th Hovemher he had purposely taken no 
insignia at all, as he did not wish to displease the Darbar. 

He then went on to explain that the reasons why he had resisted the Daibat’s orders in 


the first instance were that — ■ 

(1) He and the other Jagirdars concerned has distrusted the authenticity of the 
Putta Balti as the original document bad never been shown to them. 

(2,1 Although he had ' no Sanad for the 3 emblems to which the Darbar objected he 
' ^ knew that his father had carried them and was led to understand that they 

had always been in his family. 

(3) His position amongst Hfewar Jagirdars was peculiar because his ancestor, who • 
^ was a Puar Rajput and not a member ^of the Maharana’s family, had coma 
' to Mewar originally at the instance 'of the Jlewar Chief as Rao in his own 
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right and that this title had not been conferred on him by the Me%air 
Darbar, and thst, therefore, he could not produce Sanads either for his title; 
of Kao or for any of the other privileges which had descended to him from, 
the original title-holder. His title of a “Sawai'*'’ had been conferred oh him, 
by a former Maharana and for that he had a Sanad. 

(4) Even if the PitUa Bahi were authentic he understood that it contained only 
such honours as had been conferred by Chiefs of Jlewar, and did not men- 
tion those which were inherent in bis family before he became a Mewar 
feudatory. ' 

However, ho now realized that it %vas no nse to fight these questions any further, and 
that he was prepared to obey any orders which it might please the Darbar to issue in. his 
Case. In these circumstances I would advise His Highness to pardon any indiscretions com- 
mitted by the Raoji while he was still under the influence of evil counsellors, whom he has 
now completely discarded, to issue distinct instructions as to the emblems to which he con- 
siders the Kao entitled and I would further recommend that, in view of the complete snbmission . 
now made by the Kao and of his evident desire to accept the Barbaras authority, it 
would be good policy if His Highness were to confer on him some special m-ark of favour 
guch as the privilege of adding an “Adani " or a gold stick to his insignia. This would, I 
feel sure, do more to strengthen his loyalty to the Darbar and to reduce other Jagirdaxs to, 
submission than any repressive measures. 

(Sd.) A. F. PINHEY, Major, 

Bsiident, Mewar, 

Bated Udaipur, 9th Novemler ISOS. 


G. — Translation of an extract from the Tatta Bahi. 

From — Foujdars and Kamdars of Rawat Padam Singbji. 

If there should be any discrepancy in the reply that we have had written above we may 
be held guilty by the Darbar. 

BHAT FATTEHRAM. 


II. — List of Maharanas from Bana lakha to the present Maharana. 


Name of the Maharana. 


Maharana Shri Lathaji 
u „ Mohalji 


Kumbkaranji 
Gdai Singhji 
Raj Malji . 
Sagram Singhji I 
Eatan Singhji 
Tikramaditji 
Udai Singhji 
Partab Singhji 1 
Amar Singhji I 
Karan Singhji 
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j Serial No. 

Name of the Maharana. 

Sambat year' in 
which born. 

Sambat year in 
which succeeded td 
the Garft, 

Sambat year upto 
which reigned. 

f 

Eeuabes. 

13 

Muhaiana 

Shri Jagat Singhji I . 



1664 

1684 

1709 


14 

ft 

„ Eaj Singhji 



1686 

1709 

1737 


15 

'it 

„ Jey Singhji . 



1710 

1737 

1755 

Constructed Jaiec* 









mand late. 

16 

ft 

„ Amar Singhji II . 

• 


1729 

1766 

1767 

The Parwana 









granted by him 









is annexed. 

17 

ft 

„ Sagram Singhji II 

« 


1747 

1767 

1790 


18 

If 

„ Jagat Singhji II . 



1766 

1790 

1808 


19 

If 

„ Partah Singhji II 



1781 

1808 

1810 


20 

ft 

„ Eaj Singhji II 

• 


1800 

1810 

1817 


21 

II 

„ Ari Singhji 



... 

1817 

1829 


22 

II 

„ Hamir Singhji , 


• 

1818 

1829 

1834 


23 

It 

„ Bhim Singhji . 


• 

1824 

1834 

1885 


24 

}i 

„ Jawan Singji ^ . 


• 

1857 

1886 

1896 


25 

II 

„ Sardar Singhji . 


• 

1855 

1895 

1899 


26 

II 

„ Sarup Singhji . 

• 

* 

1871 

1899 

1918 


27 

fi 

„ Shimbhu Singhji . 

• 

« 

1904 

1918 

1931 


28 

II 

„ Sajjan Singhji 


* 

1916 

1931 

1941 


29 

II 

„ Fateh Singhji . 


• 

1903 

1941 

... 



J. —Translation of a commuvieafion, dated Magh Bndi 6, Sambat 1907, from Mahara n 
Samp Singh ji to Baioat Sob hag Svnghji. 


It has just come to our knowledge that the Bhils of the Pals surrounding the village of 
Bhabrana belonging to Kawat Hamir Singh, are giving trouble. You should, therefore, with 
go-ax jamig at go personally to Bhabrana and take measures in case the Bhils of Manpura 
cause trouble and commit raid. 

^ [By order] 

Pancholi Hae Nath. 

K. — Translation of a communication, dated Asoj Budi 11, Sambat 1907, from Maharana 
Samp Singhji to Bawat Sobhag SingJiji. 

(Your) petition was received and its contents brought to my knowledge. You did well in 
meeting the Bhils of the Pals of Saiara who had revolted and committed a raid on the Sarara 
' Cantonment. You applied for assistance. This is being sent and it will reach you. Yon 
wrote about coming here by Teras (13th day of the month). You need not ccftne here but 
you should remain there. This is my order. Should more assistance be required yon may 
wiite so and more assistance will be sent according to your request. 


B. — Translation of a communication, dated Katih Budi 3, Sambat 1906, from Maliaran 
SaTup Singhji to Bawat Sobhag Singhji. 

Prohit Bewadutt has beeT sent from here to punish the Pal. You should therefore 
join him when required with all goox jamigat and punish (the villagers). Let there be no 
'delay in this. 

8 A G G Eaj. 
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Af— Translation of a communitation, dated BaisaM £udT8, Samhat 1905, addressed to 

Batoat Solhag Singhji. 

Ti-.erc is a fend between Rawat Zorawar Singhji of Semari and the villagers of Pa} 
Sogtari. Yon should therefoie join Sheikh Chand and punish them and bring about peace. 


iV , — Translation of a commvnicaiion, dated Magh Sudi 1, Samhat 1916, from Kothars 
Kesri Singhji to Ranawat Katcal Singhji of Pal sad, ^ 

Jemadar Khwaj Bakhshji has been deputed to maintain order in the Magra and to 
enquire into the complaints made. You should, therefore, when required by him, join the 
troops with your jamiyat and take effective measures to prevent theft, dakaiti, etc., in your 
charge. If necessary, you should also acquaint the Jemadar with the decision (faisla) anl 
furnish him with the defence in cares concerning yonr estate. If a case be proved yon should 
Carry out the decision according to the verbal or written instruction of the Jemadar. '' 


0. — Literal translation oj a letter from Captain Cohle to Jlaicat Padam Singh of 
Sahimlar, dated 1st October 1826. 

The Ghataund to be levied from all the Saidars has been fixed. As regards the 
Chalaund to be recovered from you by the Darbar, the Darbar have granted you 6 annas out 
of tlic customs collection of the Gingla Chowkt— the Darbar have agreed to accept fi annas 
out of the Ciataund to be recovered from yon. 'The revenufe of the (desh) estate may increase 
or di crease, the Darbar will have no claim to recover Chatannd, from yon. You will 

have to render service to the Darbar like other Sardars. The Dhebar Run will remain in 
your possession as formerly sada-wad (Sada=always). There will .be no interference in this. 
There will bo no (ntar char) change in your villages. Tour villages of Chibora, Dewli, Barara 
and Padla will remain in your possession. No CLitti (meaning dbons) will be sent to yonr 
tillages from the Kherwara Thana. You will arrange to provide supplies as ordered on pay- 
ment. Be assured from me. 


P, — In the first place the dispute about the very boundary between Methuri and 
Garari was settled in the Samhat year 1923 in the presence of Amin Jewala Prashad. There 
is no mention, in the decision, of this parwana being produced at the time. Moreover, if the 
pa^w.ana of the muafi grant of the whole of the Run were genuine, as contended by them, 
how could the Salnmbar authorities have allowed the boundaries of the village of Methuri to 
extend on to the Run, 

Secondly. The Parwana is unworthy of credit also for the following reason ; 

The construction of the Jaisaraand lake was commenced in Samhat 1744 durin^Maha- 
rana Jai Singh ji’s reign and completed in Samhat 1743 in about five years. After tL's, the 
Maharana Jey Singh lived up to Samhat 1755, i.r., 11 years and was succeeded by Maharana 
Amar Singhji. It is stated by Salumhar that the parwana was granted TO years afterwards 
in Samhat 1765, i.e., 20 years after the commencement of tbe construction of the lake 
If it was necessary to grant a parwana of the mnafi of the Run it could have been obtained 
in Maharana Jai Singhji's time when (he construction of the lake was begun, why then 
would they tacitly have suffered loss for 20 years. 


Purther, the Ja'samand Run is not only occupied by Salnmbar villages but also by Khalsa • 
and Kcralar, Bhad»sar and Siyar Jagirdars' villages. In the circumstances how' is it possible 
that a parwana of the muafi of the whole Run should have been granted exclusivelv to Salnm 
la^. Th= Raj Samand Lake was built nne generation before the Jaisamand Lake and the 

Mo. 8 1« Kfal,a. Sioilarly, lie ,vhoIe of the Ko„ 
..l...r.Eots of ILo ra,,,aga, Lolo belong t„ Kholsa. It i. i„,„bnblo, Iberetore lb”, 
vrr.i a FU-h practice p.r^vaued elsewhere, Mnafi of the whole Rn,. If t • tnat 

, parwana cannot he considered genuine is that the fol- 


S 
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lowing sentence occurs in the parwana " No dhons or Khalsa will ever be sent to Salambar. 
But this has never been observed and on the contrary whenever it is considered necessary’ 
Salumbar is rilways punished with Dhons (Khalsa), etc. In the Parwana which Salumbar 
.alleges deals with the Muafi of the Run ; there are various other irrelevant subjects such as 
the visit of the Maharana to Salumbar and bringing the ior Talwar-bandhai. But 

in pattas or parwanas granted by the Darbar it is not necessary to write irrelevant matters. 
Besides this, the words occurring in the parwana Salumbar padaria so lare lawt ne Uda'par 
takoar-bandhai are very much like those used in the dialect and style of writing in Salnm- 
bar. The words Lore lawi ne are not used in Udaipur. The dialect is one peculiar to 
Salumbar and is different from the language used in the State pattas and parwanas. Further, 
the meaning of the parwana is contrary to the old custom of the State as it is not customary 
for the Darbar to proceed to Salumbar for the Matam-pursi. How then can the parwana be 
held to be genuine ? 

Q — List of the villages bordering on the Jaisamand Lake. 


1. Gamri ' • ■ . . . 

2. tJunijar ■ . . . . . 

3. Navijar . < ■ . . , 

4. Pujori ...... 

5. Medura ...... 

6. Kna ...... 

7. Thori Chhaparwali ' . . . . 

8. Ihoii Magrawali .... 

9. Semal ..... 

10. Mrthari ..... 

11. Patau . • • 

12. Paeri ..... 

13. Gingla ..... 

;14. fcarari ..... 

16. Kotra ..... 

16. Kotra ..... 

17. Singawall ..... 

18. Eathora-Ui-Bhagal, hamlet of Makar Sima 

19. Kanar Sima . . . • . 

20. ' Badela ..... 

21. Gati ..... 

22. Bhimpnra ..... 

23. Dani Chihoda .... 

21. Daulpura , . • . • 

25. Cheehora . . • . • 

26. Namla ...••■ 

27. Eobnn .«"•••• 

28. Birpura ...••■ 

29. Gator 


Khalsa. 

Patta Korabar. 
Patta Koriibar. 
Patta Korabar. 
Patta Bhademr. 
Patta Bbadesar. 
Patta Koiabar. 
Patta Korabar. 
Patta Koiabar. 
Khalsa. 

Patta Silumbar. 
PattS Salumboi. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Khalsa. 

Patta Biyar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Patta Koiabar. 
Patta Koiabar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Khalsa. 

Patta Salumbar. 
Patta Salumbar, 
Patta Salambar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Patta Salumbar. 
Khalea. 

Khalsa. 


p J'f'aiislation of a communication , dated Maiigsar Sudi 11, Sambat 1953, from the 

Fovjdar and Kamiar of Salumbar to the Sarara Court. 

Last year when His Highness visited Jaisamand you wrote to ask us to preserve the 
t in the limits of the villages of Seria, Toda, Thara, Tharora, etc., in the Salumbar 
This was done and His Highness came and while returning after his shikar, he granted 
'• issioutogo. Recently an application was received from the Jagirdar of Thara of 
the effect that Chaudawat Hamir Singhji came from Jawas and being unaware 
f th^restriotion, shot a boar in the Forest of Sari. On this account a sowar dhons has been 
° t ^ hicb is causing great trouble. In reply to the petition we fully instructed the Jagirdar 

tJallow such a thing to occur in future and he will take the utmost care about this. 

o-h who shot the boar unknowingly has teen cautioned. It is therefore let] nested 
thhUhe sowar d/ioas may be removed fW Thara. Last year wheii we received an order 

{for shikar) and you wrote to us on the subject we immediately made all arrangemenn. 
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This jear -irhen His Highness visited Jaisamand we received no order. Yon also did not 
write to ns abont it and therefore we made no arrangement. 

If it is desired in future that arrangements should be made here for shikar and if you 
write to ns we shall inform all the people in ourpatta and make necessary arrangements and 
f anyone shoots through ignorance you may Inform ns and we shall summon him imme* 
diat'^ly and give him proper warning. Yon should not bend dhorit, etc., direct. Please send 

epV- • 

S. — The Sawar tradeTs of Patta Salnmhar allege that the following dues are levied hg 
Ealumhar of Sawa X — - • 


Kame of btIicIc. 

Mapa dues per 
cent. 

Khunt dan from local 
traders. 

Bbuarkb. 







Es. 

L, 

Rs. 

A. P. 



Cotton 


• 




1 

8 

0 

1 

2 

0 per tanga. 



Jaggery 

• 

• 


• 


1 

8 

0 

1 

2 

0 



Clolti 

• 

• 



* 

1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 per pothi. 

1 


Opium 


• 

• 

% 


1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 

- 


Grain 


• 

• 

• 


1 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 per tanga. 



Tobacco 

« 


• 

• 


1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 „ 



Til 

« 



• 

• 

1 

8 

0 

0 

9 

0 „ 



Sugar 

• 



• 

« 

1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 „ 



Cocoimut 


• 


• 

• 

1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 



t?Ai 

• 

• 


• 

« 

1 

8 

0 

0 

6 

0 per pothi. 



Spices 


• 


• 

« 

1 

8 

0 

4 

8 

0 

- 



X 

dar is levied from Sawa and local traders. 


Khuat 


I.— Memorandum of enquiry into the Salumbar Matumpubsi case. 


I have now been to Salumbar and have heard all that Kawat Unar Singh has to urge 
and I have inspected the three important documents (as well as shoals of others) on which L 
rel.es, and have also heard the Maharana's exposition of his case. As will appear farther on 

the result of a consideration of the evidence on both sides lead^ me to a conclnsion diametric- 
ally opi-osed to that which (I infer) was reached by Major Pinhey, and I, therefore think it 
well, at the risk of prolixity, to cite, Brst Salumbar's case, then Major Pinhey's oonclnsions 
and lastly, the Maharana's reply, reserving my own summing np with my reasons for 
the end. 

2. A.-Sal,-m6ar’scase.— The Rawat’s contention, which is that His Highness is bound 

to go to Salumbar on each occasion to perform the Matarapursi ceremony, is suppoited hv 
Various documents, the most important of which are 

(a) Parwana from Maharana Knmbhaji to Rawat KundaHi, dated Maba Sudi 5 
bat 1483 (translation attached marked A.). ’ 

Parwana (tmnslation marked B.) by Amar Singh II, son of Maharana Jai Singh 
l. th. of Sabmter S™bat 1766 (o» the .object of Jata.nd) 

which (as produced by Salumbar) these words occur — • '' 

■At..rw.ri.Eawot Ko„dalji died io the So„bet 1752. On Ihi, oeca.ioo' 

rris ard ^,.7^: 7 


(S) 
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(c) A Rubkar from Colonel Lawrence to Raw 't Ke=iri Singb, dated I9th July 1855, 
in wbicb it is assumed that it ie the ordinary custom for His Highness to come 
to Salumbar for the ilatampursi ceremony. 

I omit other documents as unreliable, being accounts of outsiders of difierent Mabaranas’ 
jntentions, or preparations to go because they are not evidence of the fact. 

Apart from documents, Salumbar states the fact that Maharma Bbim Singh went to 
Salumbar to instal Rawat Padam Singh, and cites the progress of Sarnp Singh towards 
Salumbar for the alleged purpose of performing the Matampursi ceremony in the case of 
Kesri Singh; though it is admitted that the Maharana did not go to Salumbar but turned 
back at Jawar, 

3. Major FinJiei/t views. — Major Pinhey, apparently, assumed the correctness and 
genuineness of the documents cited above, and he deduced therefrom the conclusion, as a 
fact, that it is the custom for the Maharana to go to Salumbar for Matampursi. In further 
support of this conclusion, Major Pinhey cites ; — 

{a) Brooke’s History of Mewar, page 66 ; 

{6) Colonel Lawrence's repoit No. 46.3, dated 31st October 1854, paragraphs 17 and 
20 (page 70 of Brooke’s History) ; 

(o) Colonel Eden’s report of 1864 ; and 

(/i) Paragraphs 15 and 18 of Captain Brooke’s report No. 42, dated 14th February 
1853 (pages 12 — 14 of “Book of Relations of Mewar Chiefs with the 
Maharana ”). 

4. Major Pinhey then relies on what he describes as “the general consen=us of opinion 
•ontside the Maharana’s own immediate ooter-ie, that it is the custom for the Maharana to go 
4 > Salumbar” and concludes that “it is not disputed that the Maharana himself and not the 
heir-apparent has generally performed this ceremony ” 

Major Pii hey finally discounts the evidence adduced by the Maharana from the Fatta 
BaU on the grounds that “ it is not in original and is always considered by the Jagirdars as 
a forgery of the time of Sarup Singh, and I do not see how this contention can be disap- 
proved until the originol h is been found. 

5 yiyjg Maharana’s reply. — The Farwana of Maharana Kumbhaji to Rawat Kundalji 

Malta Stidi 5, Sambat 1183, vide paragraph 2 (a) above. The Maharaua contends that 
this document (Appendix A) is a forgery,' his grounds for this opinion (bes’des being based on 
internal evidence which to my mind would not be conclusive and which I, therefore, ignore), 
being the fact that Kumbhaji did not ascend the 'gaddi till Sambat, 1490. The evidence in 
support of this, which, if reliable, will dispose not only of this but of most of the other 
.documents produced by Salumbar, is 

(a) a stone at Eklingji recording that Mokulji was reigning in 1485 ; and 
(i) an inscription in Mokul’s mandir at Chitor recording the same fact. 

Apart, however, from the importance of establishing the authenticity of this document 
' from the point of view, generally, of the genuineness of Salumbar’s case, there is nothing in it 
either establishing or disproving Salumbar’s claim regarding the Matampursi ceremony. 

6. Farwana of Amar Singh Ilio Rawat Kesri Singh, dated Mangsnr Sndi 2nd, Sambat 

1765 (Appendix B.), vide paragraph 2 (J) above.— According to the Kavi Raja’s history and 
the Darbar records (borne out) to a certain extent, by the pedigree (Translation marked C) 
put in by Salumbar, in which, however, there are certain obvious errors), Raghunath Singh 
was for rebellion, removed from Salumbar by Rana Raj Singh ; and neither hit son Rattan 
Singh, nor htt su'ccestbr Kundalji were ever given Salumbar. Consequently the^ opening words 
of this alleged Parwana condemn it as a forgery, .and the " List of Rawats,” showing in the 
8rd coliimn that the Mitampursi ceremony was performed for Kundalji by Rana Raj Singh 

jat Salumbar, is also false. ^ 

7 As reo-ards the Rubkar 1 (paragraph 2 (c)) from Colonel Lawrence, it will be considered 
later in my own comments. The Darhar naturally ignores^ it as coutaining no backing 
of i-eoorded authority, and obviously begging the question of historic right. 

8 AGG Eaj. ^ 
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8. His Higliness then etates as follows i— » 

' („\ ■Rl.Jm Siosh's gon went to perfoim ibe Matampursi ceremony at Salamlar on tie 
®^a“cessiS of Bbawani Singhji. Eecords a.e with Daibar Lot have not W 
tracdd. CoDSequentlf the entry ia “ List of Kawats” (Appendix C.), etc,, ia 
colnmn 3 is false in hip case. 

(i) Eana Bhim Singh went for special reasons in the case of Kawat Padatn Singh. 

{c) Rawat Kesri Singh’s letter (full translation .annexed— Appendix JD.) to Sarnp 
Singhji is relied upon by His Highness as being a simple statement of fact, in 
which Keeri Singh says “we pray that Ekllngji may give yon a son and that be- 
should come.” Salambjr contends that this was simply a' form of politeness; 
and that the important pcint of the letter is that it also says “ ancient cnstom 


should be observed. " 

(His Highness here, as opposing the various historical entries from Brooke’s bhtorj^ 
which, though thej cite no authority, are so strongly relied on by Major Pinhey, invites a 
reference to General Shower’s “ Missing Chapter of the Indian Mutiny,” pige 45 ei ref, and 
page 66. His Highness contends that it ie as authoritative as Brooke’s and Lawrence’s Odifer 
dtcfa which I shall examine further on.) 

(^) Bans Shirabbu Singh went to instal Jodh Singh. Tbo Darbar’s contention is 
that Shimbbu Singh was absolutely in the hands of the Nobles at that time 
and did what he was told. 


(e) To Major Pinhey’s contention that “it is not disputed that* the Jlabarana bimsejf 
and not the heir-apparent has generally performed the ceremony,” His 
Highness ofiEers 'a flat denial.. He admits that on two occasions, tis , Bkim, 
Singh with Padam Singh and Shimbbu Singh with Jodh Singh, the ceremSny 
has been performed at Salurohar by the Bana ; but denies that it vas previously 
either a practice or a principle ; while in regard to the only two recorded 
^instances, theie>. were sptcial reasone in Bbim Singh’s case, and Shimbhn Singh 
must not, since he was not a free agent, be counted as a precedent. 

The reason why Samp Singh did not go in Kesri Singh’s case are set forth in a Eiariia, 
dated 4th July 1855, printed on page 233 of “ Belstions of the Ale War Chiefs," I attach 
extract marked “ E. ” 


(f) Pinally, as regards the view that the Patta Bahi cannot be relie’d upon. His High- 
ness represents that Alajor Pinhey himself, in the Bijolia case (Appendix P.), 
relied upon the Patta Bahi, and based his decision thereupon,* while on its merits 
he admits frankly that it is only extracts from old papers, some of which are not 
forthcoming, collected together in convenient form under Bhim Singh’s and 
others’ orders, bearing the date of entry in each case and authenticated by the 
copyist’s signature. 

It has not been recognized, formally, by the signatures of the Barone, hut is invariably 
referred to, not only by His Highness, but also by them, as being their "vBecord of Eights " 
(Appendix G.) though when, as ia the present case, the record is adverse to disputant’s claim, it 
is not accepted as authoritative. I attach, too, a cop^* of an extract from the Putta Bahi in 
which, there ie an endorsement by the Poujdars and Kamdars of Bawat Padam Singh whioh 
may be read. 

9. JD. Jtnrfiny.— Before recording my views upon the relative value of the documentary 
evidence leVied on respectively by the Bawat and the'Afaharana, I must first examine the 
value, for purposes of an autboritative decision, of the long list of documents cited by Major 
Pinhey as supporting Salnmbar. 

I must premise here that Brooke’s History of Mewar, though a most convenient record, 
is riddled with inaccuracies. My predecessors iu office here have recorded marginallv some 
of the errors and unfair judgments which mar this work ; and I think it is neees'sary to 
record this fact because it inculcates the need for caution in accepting, without rorification, any 
statements which he makes which are not backed by other authority. B’ith this cavcaH X 
will, to save references, give the estracts relied upon in full from the full record, and not as 
quoted {=oine times not verbatim) in Brooke’s Histoiy. 
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V. 

Paragraph l^of Export from tJaptain ErooTce, No. 48, dated 14th Eebraary 1853 —"The 
^laharana * * adopted the plan of preventing the Rawat coming to Udaipur at all by 

aeglecting the usual honours with which it had been the hereditary right of the Salumbar 
house to be treated on the death of its head * * 

Paragraph 18 ibid . — ‘‘ As the Maharana^s proceeding to Salumbar depended on 
-what had been done on former aecasio'ns, a piperj like the one accompanying the list 
-of complaints showing the precedent on this point, was * drawn out, aud it appeared clearly 
that the Salumbar Chief had right on his side. Of the last seven generations of Bawats, 
about whom there had been no dispute, on only one occasion had the heir-apparent proceeded 
-to Salumbar, and the reason of his going, according to Salumbar’s statement, and ths 
unbiassed account of other parties, was in consequence of the illness of Rana. The Rawat's 
agents moreover agree to forego the honour entirely, if the Maharana would write a note to 
that effect, or if he would say the Salumbar Chief was not intitled to the honour, and bis 
declining to do this was another point in their favour. His Highness eventually agreed to go 
as far as Dakin Kotra, where the Rawat^’s father had died, and stated that, if the Rawat 
would yirtd on this point, he would enhance the honour of the family by esooriing him back 
to his house from the palace after the ceremony had been concluded. The other points he 
proposed to settle by accepting a fine of Rs. 1,00 1 i,the highest that custom allows to be 
levied on Salumbar) and the Nazrana on investiture or talwar hanihai he agreed to commute 
(on my expressing my astonishment at his requiring such a charge from Salumbar) to 
the presentation of the customary na,zar on the occasion of the Maharana’s visiting the Rawat'g 
house, which His Highness proposed to do. Even these terms were not yielded without great 
hesitation and after many interviews, but I did not think them likely to satisfy the demands 
of the Rawat. When I visited the latter at Salumbar shortly afterwards, he treated the terms 
pontemptuDusly, and sneered at the extreme eagerness for money manifested in His Highness' 
proposals." 

Paragraph 17 of Colonel Lawrence's No 463, dated 31s( October 1854 —"I have also 
not touched ^upon the original grievance of this Chief in regard to the Maharauis not having 
paid him the usual honour of -repairing to Salumbar to invest him with the Sword conceiving 
that it would be preferable verbally to fell the Rana to do so. than to insert it in the qanlnama 
which would involve a loss of dignity to His Highness, as I know the desire of the British 
Government is to uphold, as much as possible, the dignity of Native Princes. I have, 
therefore, informed the Rana and the Chiefs tuat the former wiU be required to perform the 
usual ceremony, and, failing to do -so, the Salumbar Rawat will not be expected to attend at 
Udaipur, though he will have to furnish the quota of troops. ” 

paragraph 20 of Colonel Latorence’s No. 463, dated the 3 let October 1854 . — " This Chief's 
only complaint, when I assumed charge of this Agency in November 1850, was, that the 
Rana had refused or rather, neglected, repairing to his castle, according to custom, to insta 
him ; that this not having been done he had not been to Udaipur to pay his respects, and 
that the Rana had in consequence confiscated several of his villages. Colonel Low, without 
admitting the validity of his-plea, pointed out to him that both he and Deogarh, though they 
absented themselves from court, should have sent their quotas for service. It seems to m e 
that the Salumbar Chief is himself to blame ; his father was contumacious mainly at his 
instigation, and he quarrelled with the Maharana before His Highness" accession ; no wonder 
' then that his sovereign should scruple to give him the msual hononrs ; his and the Deogarh 
Chief’s expulsion of the Rana’s troops from their confiscated villages, thus putting the 
greatest indignity in their power on their sovereign, must be also borne in mind. " 

-Colonel Eden’s letter [paragraphs 7 and 11) No. 71-35-P., dated 2nd June 1864.— 
(('Paragraph 7.— This led to the communications marked " A,” “ B. ’’ and “ C, " translations 
of which are appended— apart from conferences or interviews with the Chiefs or the Agents of 
Salumbar and Badaisar. At one time a settlement seemed imminent, but the Chiefs dread 
to assume responsiblity ' and theic action now is to secure from the Political Agent some 
sio-n or expression of opinion that may shift that responsibility on to the shoulders of 
©rhers. My own ctnolnsion is, that since the majority of them now lean to the recognition 
of Jodh Singh they have simply, in observance with the practice _ existing, to escort the 


*It ii not Elated by whom. 
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young BaM to Saiambar for fcbe purpose of conveying JoJh Singh to Uilsipuf to invest 
Lim with the insignia of succession. I do not apprehend instmt opposition or disturbance; 
the ordinary course obs Tved bj those whose cJaims are over-looked in such cases is generally 
to take to a predal life for a time and sjA t> inflict all the ml-ichief in their power on the 
estate and subjeuts of fcbe usurping Chief. To arrest this sp?cie3 of ret.aliafcton, the Silambar 
people say that they are quite able and prepared, while the p-evious compromise adopted by 
the sardars has been qualified and improved by the offer of villages of Salurnbar to the' 
legitimate, though rejected, heir, to the amount of five thousand rupees a year — so that I 
cannot very well understind the present dilatory and. abscure proceedings of the Sardars in 
differing their co-nperation and giving effect to a decision the majority of them hive 
arrived at * * * •<*•. 

“ paragraph ll . — -I would thank you for an early reply to this communicaf ion. I repeat I 
do not anticipate any d.sturbance in the first instance, while I still hold it essential not to 
relieve the feudatories from their share of lesponsibiHties. Tue Note from the Maji Ch&o- 
reeji to fcbe Sard.are, of the 8th May 186i, must be taken as applying to the vaoillation ani 
apathy of these Nobles I Lave thrown no obstacles, in the way of a solution of the question- 
and Its final sertlement, I have adhered strictly to the intentions of my Government last 
conveyed to me by your predecessor. When informed that the Sardars were preparing to take 
the Rana to Salurnbar to bring matters to a conclusion I expressed my satisfaction and hoped 
simply that all points bad been well considered and digested before conveying their young- 
Chief on such an important mission. This in all probability raised misconceptions as well 
as apprehensions as to their ability to give full effect to their intentions and which 
deterred them from any further or immediate' action." 


1 0. The above are all the authorities cited by Major Pinhey, and it will he 'observed' 

that, bejond a vague reference to the “usual custom," etc., they afford no information as to 
tne authority on which such ancient custom rests; and therefore are ihemselves of qnestion- 
ab e weight. Great stress is Uid on the f.ct that Saroop Singh would not declare that 

Salurnbar was entitl'd to the presence of the Maharana at Salurnbar for the Matampursi 

ceremony. Having regard to the resemblance supposed to exist between Saroop- Sbgb and 
the present Maharana Fateh Singh, I do not think too much weight ought to be attached to- 

this, masinmih as His present Highness would he most reluctant, without thfr strictest proof 

to declare that a right cl-am did not exist j and even at the present moment, convbced as 
he IS of the absence of such right, I doubt wl ether be would think himself justified in declare 

ing that no such right was recognised, lest evidence should hereafter turn up to shore he was 
xa the wrong, ^ ® 


II. I must now supplement Major Plnbey's ^uotationB hj others from the eanje author- 

(a)' First I would draw p-articular attention to some of the words of Captain Brooks 

to refeneS 

t K iT " / u ^ “doubtless considered it would be 

poUtw to abolish some of those" (Salumbar’s) " honours.’’ 

(61 My«e:rt qu^ation on the face of it. a stronger one for Salumbar’s case than anv 

cited by Major Pinhey, is^he rubkar of the Mewar Agency of 20th Julv 1855 
from the Resident, Colonel G. St P Tu'..— o rn July lS5o 

which Colonel Lawrence says;— "The right” of th'^sT if 
installed at Salurnbar is admitted by the Maharafia, but L Z Rvwat^f 
way been wanting m dislovalfcv and H;cnk=o- •. • ’ “ R'wat has in no 

first sign the qaulnama and obey it having ' « necessary that ho should 

requested to go to Salurnbar" ' ^ Highness will he 

But, in the first place, it shows a misnnderstandmo- ♦u i , . 

the Rawat has never claimed that the M b ® situation, since even 
(that, it is admitted, is done at Slaipurl fT- 
, any so-called rights, which may have been conV a " 
is of course obvious) be either withheld or 

“-disloyalty and disobedience." revoked as a punishment for 
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(c) I have referred above to certain inacenracies of Captain Brooke’s, as a crntion 
against attaching too much weight to that officer’s opinions ; and I feel compel- 
led further to draw attention to the following extract from Sir Henry Lawrence’s 
letter No. -39, dated ilst August ISoo, to the Secretary to the Government of 
India. I will quote paragraph 10 in full ; it and the later comments in the 

same letter, seem to me to indicate that in Sir Henry Lawrence's opinion 

Captain Brooke was unconsciously a partisan of the Chiefs ' against the Maha- 
rana. 

Paragraph 10. — " As Colonel Lawrence had already done I reasoned with the more 
moderate Chiefs and Vakils. I also assured them that all Captain Brooke’s and my pre- 
•deceSEor’s repoits and opinions had been submitted to Government, and that there was no 
need for their sending Vakils with ill-translated petitions to Calcutta, as I would be happy 
to submit any statement they -would write. Nevertheless, in their petitions of 17th March 
and 23rd May, sent to me with your letter No. 1977 of 1st June, they insinuate that Captain 
Brooke’s reports and , other papers were submitted, and they repeat the cuckoo cry “wo 
oannot get a bearing.” They say, as they had often before said, we are ready to abide by 
the orders of Government, “only first hear us.” In the petition of 25th May they ask for 
a new Commissioner, “ as Colonel Lawrence has already made up his mind in favour of the 
Bana.” It is not clear whether the Political Agent or myself is thus noticed. They 

evidently, however, desire that Captain Brooke should be the arbitiator, becante they consider 

that he has made up his mind in their favour. Such also is the Maharana’s opnion, aud such 
having been the general impression, I discussed the qaulnama with that oflScer several 
times, and also invited^him to go over it article by article with me. Eventually Colonel Law- 
rence called on him to record his official opinion on the several clauses. His reply is given 
in the enclosure A, to the effect that “the compromise for both chatund and service is hair.” 

“ Talwar-bandhai, or investiture, perfectly fair, nazranahe considers heavy, especially when 
made to bear retrospectively. He would^lso make the nazar on pilgrim ige voluntary. The 
authoritative foibiddal of banjgnrria or hereditary councillorship, he considers objectionable 
and opposed to Colonel Tod’s qaulnama. He concludes, however, with the opinion that the 
general spirit of the qaulnama “ appears perfectly fair.” 

(d) SiiL Henry Lawrence’s advice to the Bawat of Salumbar is reported as follows 
in paragraph 26 of the same : — 

“ I explained that he had really nothing to do with the grievances of the other Chiefs 
and that it was nonsense in the present state of feeling bf- tween himself and the Maharana his 
pretending to the premiership ; that when they became real friends, then we should be glad 
of the closest connection, but that the time for forcible banjgnrria (hereditary councillorship) 
had passed. I said we had advised the Rana to come to Salumbar to instal him as was the 
custorri, but, considering the violent feud between them and the bad health of His Highness, 
we did not wonder he should decline. I added that by this, he, the Rao, would rather be 
the gainer, as his light to be so installed should be maintained unless forfeited by continued 
misconduct, and, until the Sana came to him, he need not attend the Rana, which he was 
bound to do during the whole gear, and therefore that he had nothing to do but to abide 
by the terms of the qaulnama and furnish his contingent, in which case the Rana would 
have no power to injure or annoy him.” , 

(It will he obterved that “custom ” and “ right ” are the words used interchangeably, 
and I would only remark that Sir Henry Lawrence’s information on the point was necessarily 
limited to that supplied to him by the Residents in the papers already quoted from.) 

1 2 My conclusions in regard to the value of the evidence furnished from the official 
statements of previous Residents is then, that they were based upon a persnal of Salumbar’s 
papers and had not been tested by an examination of the past history of Salumbar house. 
They adduce no documentary proof in support of their general conclusions. 

IS I have now to examine His Highness’ refutation of the ^document, dated 143.3 
(Appendix A) ; and to consider how far this refutation affects the question of the Matampursi 

eetemonial, as affirmed in Appendix B. ^ 

» Vide paragraph 3 (o) and paragraph 5 above. 

S i. G G B'’ 
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I have verified the existence of both the inscriptions relied upon by His Highness; but aa 
the one at Cbitor is the later of the two, and also the more complete, it alone need be dealt 
v.’ith at length. Please see Bnrgess’ " Jnrfica," volume II, page 408. from which 

,it is abundantly clear that, in the year Sambat 1485, they were paying* for a continuance o.f 
Moknlji's rule. There is, there, no question possible as to the document put in by Salumbar 
being a forgery *. 

14. Now the importance of this discovery can hardly be exaggerated. I do not suppege 
for a moment that the present Rawatji knows it is a forgery ; for it has been waived as the 
Magna Ckarta of Salumbar during the whole of the last half century and has been accepted, 
without question, by successive Residents. Though not bearing, totidem veriit, upon the 
claim that the Maharanas should in person proceed to Salumbar for the Matampursi ceremony, 
the fact that it is not genuine necessitates the closest scrutiny of suoh remaining docuraente, 
from Salumbar, as do bear on that question; and, for the purposes of such examination, it is 
no longer possible to ignore the contention, consistently urged by His Highness, that there 
is internal evidence that neither it, nor the later document (.Appendix B) of Sambat 1765, w.is 
ever issued from Udaipur. It would be tedious, and, as will appear from ah examination of 
the history of Salumbar with reference to the later Parwana, unnecessary, to dive in detail into 
those verbal irregularities which His Highness points out ; and I will only remark th it there 
is the one word Matampursi, which is wr.tten, in the Salumbar documents, “ Matang 
Pnrsi, whereas in no document on record in Udaipur is it spelt otherwise than with the “ rq.” 
The fact would he important evidence were it necessary ; but for the reasons which follow 
it is needless to pursue this. 


15. Appendix B (paragraphs 2. (3) and 6 above) opens by saying — “When thelite Maha- 
rana was going t) construct the Jaisagar lake, Rawat Kundalji represented that when he was 
installed he was granted a putta of assurance in Sambat 1789, etc,” and in the perinama 
(pedigree) put in by the R.iwat (Appendix C ) it is shown that Rawat Raghnnath Singh, 
Ratan Singh and Kandalji were Matampursi'd at Salumbar by Rana Raj Singh. In view 
of the falsity of Appendix A, 1 have taken some trouble to get at the history of these times 
more especially since His Highness represented tl^attwo of those three Rawats never were at 
Salumbar at all. Pandit Gauri Shankar is the best authority available I cally, or, probablv, 
anywhere ; and, in the Course of his researches in connection with his archmo'.ogioal work, and 
with his post of Private Secretary of the late Kavi Raja (to whom he suppl ed all the matlrials 

for his valuable history), he has recorded notes from which I extract the foUUing, on the 
correctness of which he (Gauri Shankar) takes his (not inconsiderable) reputation:— 

“In Sfiah Jehan'e time a Munshi named Chandra Bharan came to Udaipur Court from 
Delhi, and this man wrote to his master praising Rawat Raghnnath' Singh bo much that 
ana Raj Singh became displeased with him, suspecting machinations on the Rawat’s part. 
There were also other reasons in Raj Singh's mind for questioning RaghunatVs loyalty. 
Therefore, Rana Raj Singh, in A. D. 1668 (Sambat 1725) deprived Raghnnath Sin-h of 
uH his Jagire. Raghnnath Singh, then an old man. went off to Delhi with his soli and 
served Aurangzeb— at all events was in Delhi in Aurangzob’s time. He died there.' 

flis sqn. Rattan Singh returned on his death and received the Jagir of Chavand /in the 
■Hilly Tracts) . • - • i ' 


'Jai Singht succeeded Raj Singh, and after 


Ama 


Singh (who afterwards succeeded him) rebelled against his father, and actually, at one tira. 
|urneaJai Singh out of Udaipur (A. D. 1691). ' During this quarrel the^n 7" 
In d r Amar Singh, while the Chandawat {i.e., soi 

lladin^7l Singh- 

»=thoritative. tut its corroboration of history and oT Appani?! bof LtSh 

t-Jambat 1737 (A. B. 1080). ' ' 
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" The position of Raj Singh’s time was thus exactly reversed in Jai Sindh’s reio-n^ and 
the Chandawat Kundalji was in favour while the Chohan Kesri Singh of Parsoli, who had 
supplanted Chdndaji’s line in Salumbar, was a danger to tbe throna. ^ 

'^Jai Singh, therefore, told Kundalji that if he would kill Kesri Singh, he, Knndalii 

should be reinstated at Salumbar. To facilitate mafes, Jai Singh sent a message to Kesri 

ingh to come m, m order that matters shonld be discussed between them Kesri Sinsh 
came, was met by Kundalji and engaged in conversation, and suddenly scabbed by the 
jatter. Kesii Singh, however, was more ready than w..s expected for he grappled with 
Kundalji, managed to get out hu knife, and slew Knndalji before dying himself. 

“ Jai Singh kept his word to the Chandawats, and put in KundaljPs son— named also 
Kesn Singh— in 169a A. D. Peace was concluded between Jai Singh and his Son Amar 
gipgh, and Jai Singh died jn 1698 A. D. 

16. The following inferences are to be drawn from the fact cited 
(a) Neither Rattan Singh nor Knndalji can have been Matampursi’d at Salumbar, 
since neither ever was installed here. Therefore the perinama (Appendix C) 
is erroneous. 

(5) The statements in Appendix B are unreliable inasmuch as ; — 

(i) Knndalji can have made no representation, or 

(nj he can have been granted nopatta of assurance in Sambat 1739 (A. D. 1681 
or 1682 , and 

(in) he cannot have enjoyed the alluvial of Jaisimand up to Sambat 1751 
(A. D. 1692-93). 

In these circumstances it is, to my mind, impossible to place any reliance upon any 
part of this document. It struck me, when it was prodnoed at Salumbar, that it was curiously 
identical in hand-writing and general appearance, with the earlier, and with other later 
documents, and that it was a suspicions circninstance that, in a parwana dealing witli a specific 
subject, viz., the alluvial at Jaisamand— a wholly irrelevant paragraph about the Matampursi 
should have been interpolated. 

The Darbav have not urged either of these points, but I mention them as being circum- 
stances which raised some curiosity in my own mind before I had heard any part of the 
Darbar’s evidence. 

t ' 

17. In regard to paragraph 8 (a) above, dealing with the accession of Bhawani Siughji 
I am unable to obtain any documentary authority on either side fsince the perinama— Ap- 
pendix C — is discredited) hut His Highness says it is a w*R-knowu fact that Bhim Singh’s 
son went to instal Bhawani Singhji. 

18, My summing up of this ease need, I think, only be brief. This is the first occa- 
sion on which, in the course of the investigation of this matter, the documents and other 
statements on either s'de have been put to the test of recorded history, anl the result seems 
to me to be clearly as follows : — 

(aj None of the Salumbar evidence regarding old custom is of any value. 

(5) The conclusions of Political officers in the past, based on verbal statements of 
interested parties, ware mistaken. 

(c) It is only certain that oii two occasions did a Mahatana go to Matampursi at 
Salumbar : — - 

(i, Rana Bhim Singh went in the case of Padam Singh, when, the Darhar 
contend, this was done at the special prayer of the Maji at Salumbar who 
N said that unless the Rana brought him there himself the Rawat (then a boy) 

would be murdered ; and 

(ii) Shimbhu Singh, when a boy of 13, was taken by the Nobles, in whose 
hands he was entirely, to Matamiursi Jodh Singh. 

It is not necessary to rely solely, or even largely, npon the authority of the dis- 
puted Patta Bahi ; but, in view of Appendix P, it is not fair to condemn it as 
worthless. An examination of it shows that it has all the appearance of being 
a careful summary of previous docaments, and its statement that the Maharaj 
Kunwar performs the Matampursi is entitled (especially in view of Appendix 
ijr) to as much rveight as any documentary evidence adduced on either side. 
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(e) Kesri Singh’s letter (Appendix D) must, like any other dornmont, be intorpreletl 
strictly ; and the suggestion by S ilumbar that it conveys no admission, hut 's 
only a polite aspiration, would have gre. ter weight if there weie any real evi-' 
dence of the existence of any claim on Salutnbar’s part. 


II. — Ihterfehekce by Darbau is AnnmsTHtTiOif of Justice. 


1, J. Soliaaiar’s cose.— The Raifai sUtes that he and his ancestors, from Chanda ji’e 
time, have always exercised full civil and criminal powers within their estate without any 
intprfevence on the part of the Darhar. He relies : — 

(1) On the Parwana, date 1 Mangsar Sudi 1, Sa'ubat 1755, from Rana Amar Singh 
to Rawat Kesri Singh, which reads — 

“ You are ordered to punish the criminals in the Jagirdars’, Nobles’ and Khaka 
villages in the Chapan Pargana, If any one complaius, the Darhar will 
not attend to the complaint. 

(£) Ob the wording of the Parwana of Maharana Knmhhaji of 1483 (already disposed 
of as being a forgery) (v/V/e note on Matimpnrsi case). 

(S) On the refusal of Kesri, Singh in Sambat 1936 (1878) to sabscrifae to the agree- 
ment entered into by the other Nobles defining their procedure and powers in 
the Civil and Criminal cases } the refusal being based on the ground that he 
already had fall iudicial power.^. - 

(The history of this, and the set of rales, appears in the Administration Reports for 
1878-79, 18h0-81 and 1881-8i.) 


a. B. Dariar^ case.— His Highness paints out that, whatever may have been the* 
original intention in regard to Chandaji’s sncee=soTs,. that has, of necessity, been raodihed 
by the events of history. Not only has the Salumbar house been frequently in rebeUiou, thus 
absolving the Darhar from their obligations, which were obviously contihgent on the loyalty 
of Chaudaji’s house; but also for two generations, ws.,inthe time of Rawats Raghunath 
Singh, Rattan Singh and Knndalji, they were actually exiled from Salnmbar, and their lands 
at Amet and Salumbar were resumed. Consequeotly it is idle to appeal to any mtentiona 
expressed antecedently to Rana Kaj Singh’s time when the above exile was ordained. 

8. Descending to particulars — ■ 

(o) With regard to the Parwaua of 1755, His Kighness will not dispute its genuine- 
ness because he has nothing to establish its falsity. ; but he maintains that 
It amounts to a commission to Rawat Kesri Singh personally, probably in 
connection with some specific emergency, giving him special powers to deal 
with certain districts. It is contended that it is personal to Kesri Singh 
and conveys no hereditary powers to the Rawats of Salumbar. His Hio’hness 
points out that an order empowering a Hakim -specially would be couched in 
very similar terms, and that, if he were given summary powers, they would 
be given somewhat in the terms of the last sentence. 

(J) The Parwana of 1483 requiies no further notice. 


W Astotheteto.alo! E:«,iSiogI,, io s.mfat 1956, His 

If l... ramu. msubortmstiora ar. to bo latea m eoUenco of his rieht- 
there wll be »o ,nd to Sol„„bor-o chime. Ke.ri Sbgh Jispoled cm 
fooght over every pomt end .eve, oobmitted. Tbi. io, of e„„„of boro, oo 
by history. His Highness contends that the auto^ranh r .i ? 

.be Bare., (from Karra Saji.. Siogl ,o d.rC, d S a “bS 

..vrtog h... to a committee to c.o^dor tale, (thco ,‘ccb b 

proposed, and which are assumed to be the mles a . • lecentljj 

the other Nobles) cannot be internreted L to, m 1878, by 

e.t.,. ™ ensiled to epcciai poC^ai I c»rT 
an mterpretaSon can be read into it. ^ cannot eee bow ouei 

(d) But His Highness’ main contention is this i i . 

nl an. retponaibl, for good government in Mewnr irlfb'” J'rT ~ 
cemplalnto, whether from the Kh.Un or the dogim, a.d 
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listen to complaints against the Rawat or to pay attention to petitions alleging gross injus- 
tice on the part of his administration ? Certj.in serious offences are reserved for trial in the 
Daibar Courts ; when complaints in such cases are received, I order ray officials to enquire 
it to them. This order is communicated to the Rawat whose help is requested. The 
official, whoever it be — Hakim or Naib — who is charged with the enquiry, is required to 
summon the parties Hie Rawat. If theie were co-operation there would be no undue 

dastandazt (interfeiencej. Since there is no co-operation, and since, to any enquiry as 
to facts or the truth of complaints, the only reply is that the case has been enquired into, 
niid justice has been done, and since no further information or help is given, it is necessary 
for my officers to send for the parties direct aud hold the enquiry without the help of the 
■Rawats' officials.” 

t. G. General Sunmaiy . — There is, so far as I can gather, as much to be said on one 
side as the other as to the causes of friction. 

On the question-of constitutional right it is very difficult to form a just conclusion. The 
Rawat, rightly or wrongly, believes that the document of 1755 was intended to give per- 
petual jurisdiction. It is worthy of remark that, if the dates of accession of the Ranas, as 
given by the-Rawat, are correct, this Parwana was issued in the year of Jai Singh’s death, 
and of Amar Singh’s accession, as one of the first acts towards the son of the man who had 
fought for Jai Singh against Amar Singh (see History where dealing with the Matampursi 
case) . On the other hand, it is quite natural that, after an exile for three generations of this 
branch of the family of Chandaji, the Rana of the time should give him a patent of sorts. 
But the fact remains that the patent is personal and does not specify that the right conferred 
y-as to descend j and the Mahaian’s contention is that a re-instatement of the Salumbar 
.house after an exile, for disloyalty, makes a complete break in any pre-exisfmy hereditary 
rights, and reduces the position of the family to that conferred in the new grant. Indeed 
His Highness’ personal view is that the Chandawats would come below any nobles who had 
their jagirs given to -them prior to this re-instatement, and who had retained them since with- 
out a break— e.y., B“dla. I think that this position — on the analogy of feudal tenures the 
world over — is defensible and that interference with it could hardly be justified The posses- 
sion by Chandaji’s children of Salumbar would, in this yiew, carry with it note of the 
special rights which were originally conferred hut which were forfeited with the loss of the 
estate. The re-grant was an act of favour and started the descendants on the same terms as 
that of other Jagirdars. 

5. In my endeavours to arrive at the true value of this Parwana of 1755, I asked the 
Maharana whether he could show me any similar one. He has now complied and I attach 
copies of translations of 5 (Appendices J. to N). It will be seen that some of them do, in a 
gense, correspond with the Parwana granted in 1755, in the absolute power oonfeiied and in 
the absence of a time limitation. His Highness remarked that if all such documents were 
produced by the present possessors, ana were held to entitle them to the powers conferred on 
their ancestors, there woujd be no power left to any Rana in Mewar ; and his suggestion to 
me was that it might perhaps be held that such warrants might be compared to those granted 
to a military officer commanding in the field in a foreign country — he himself suggested the 
analogy of a British General Comraandiug an Army occupying Cahul — a not inept comparison. 
I think, taking all the arguments into consideration, that the sanad was probably not design- 
ed to bear the construction of a hereditary patent, conferring complete administrative inde- 
pendence upon Kesri Singh’s suecessois. To take the view that it was so designed would, in- 
deed, Jre a very dangerous precedent, as there is hardly a Saidar in Mewar who could not 
produce a Khat of some sort, from one or other of the Ranas, conferring at leist as great a 
^egtee of power and independence on some individual ancestor ; and these would also have to 

^ he admitted as giving partial independence. 

6. I now come to the Judicial rules to w'hich "Kesri Singh II refused to suhscrihe ; and 
I invite a perusal of paragraph 16 of the Mewar Agency ^report dated Ist May 1379, for the 
year 1878. It is remarkable : — 

' (a) The Shahpura, whose position in these days is far ipore independent than that of 

- Salumbar, was''the first to agree to these rules ; 

*Pr'inted on page 16 of Solections, etc,, Ko. CLXII.^ 


S i G G Kt»j. 
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(6) That Silumbar was not the only Jjgir vhich Etood out ilen. .mall and new 
creations, such as Meja and Bans!, stood out then and st.h_ stand out. I cannot 
quite accept the argument therefore, th.i Salumbar’s holding aloof ^yas proof of 
this rif^( to specU treatment, or that the conciliatory letter of Mahnrana Sujjan 
Sin<Th, inviting the Rawat to join a committee (assumed to be on this subject), 
is proof of any feeling on the Maharana’s part that Salombar was enMied lo' 

stand out. 


I have examined all the original papers connected with the appointment of this com- 
mittee, and have had read out to me from the original documents.-^ the 23heidsofcom- 
laints from the Sardars which Sajjan Singh referred to this committee, also the ofBie copy 

of the Khat issued to all the Sardars ; and I find that the terms of this Khat are identical 
with those of the document relied on by the Rawat. There is thus no doubt that this letter 
from S..jjan Singh to the Rawat was not a special letter but a copy of one sent to all the 
other Sardars, and that the committee upon which it invited him to serve (needless to say, be 
refused) was nol the committee which drew up the judiciil rules which were so beneficial, 

8- My conclusion then is, on a consideration of all the civoumstanceB, that the Rawat 
of Salumbar possesse- no right to the esercise of speslal criminal or civil powers above those 
exercised by other first class nobles of the State. Whether it will be politic to grant any 
such right as a personal distinction is a matter for consideration hereafter. 


IV — Minor Co.mpl!iInis. 


J, Salumbar's case and Darlar’s rephj . — In his petition (Kharita) of the 24th July 1906, 
copy of which was forwarded to the Darbar, paragraph 1 0 ei de.al with alleged minor 
grievances or specific wrongs. It is strictly unnecessary to examine them in connection with 
the main issues, since, once the big questions are disposed of, these, which are only paddiig 
to add to the strength of Salurahar's main contention, will be dripped. '■ 

It is, indeed, a great pity that Salumbar’s Kharita was forwarded to the Darbar for the- 
reason that its language, w-hich in places is most improper, is not calculated to secure a 
conciliatory attitude on the part of the Darbar; and I do not propose the Raw-at imagined, 
that it W’ould be sent on bodily. It is, of course, contiary to all etiquette and precedent for » 
iSardar to appeal officially to the Resident on matters within the control of the Darbar ; ami 
it would have been peihaps easier to secure a settlement had the grievance alleged been the- 
subject of infornval diplomatic discussion. I should not have gone into these minor points 
then, but for the Barbaras special desire that I should do so ; and as I had patiently li4en-d 
for 3 days to Salumbar s version of the alleged acts of injustice and oppression, I could not 
refuse to hear the Uarbav's case; and, for reasons which will appear it is perhaps as well to 
have done so. 


2. Salumbar produced nothing new, but practically recapitulated all that was stated in 
paragraph lO to the end of his Kharita. I will therefore, in each ease, quote the parao-rapb 
concerned and follow it by the Darbar’s espianation. 


3. Parflyrap/i ido/r/ie "Jharole, Khejarand Karavli are first class villages' 

of this patta which were caused to be looted by the Bhils of Natharia, Sarara Beras Cofre 
spondence on the subject took place and some property was restored after recoverino-" Ith the 
rest has not been restored to us. The offenders concerned were let off unpunished '^The ^Rai 
courts stated that the cattle were taken away in lieu of Chouth. It is a matter for considers 
tion that the plunder of the villages of this patta, on the plea of recoveriuo- Chouth is 
considered to conrfitnte no crime. It appears that the Udaipur officials deliberltely induced 
the offender, to commit the crime, and encouraged the Mewar Pals to destory the villa<res of 
this Patta. List No. o attached herewith shows the loss sustained from the robbery Ld ^ 
IS reque-ted that steps may be taken lo have the loss compensated,-’' ^ ' 

4. The case of each of these villages was explained to mein detail separately bv the 

D„b.„ ..i ....e .11 h.,e b...n ie.l t rith J, ,2. beW. 


^Of the year Sambat 1050. 
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at length^ the report of the Hakim on the alleged plundering of Jharole. No cimrarnt is 
■called for : — 


Complainants. Acctiseil. 

“Zamindars of Jharole, patta Salumhar, Bhils of the Pal of Nathiria, 

through the Foujdar and Kamdar of Salu nbar. 

Charge . — Lifting cattle wnile giaz’ng in the inngl". 

The Thanedar of Jharole, reported to the court in the evening of Bhadon 
bndi 5, Samhat 1959, that the aco.i-ed carried away cat le, In the me-mtiiue, Bihari> 
Havildar of the Thana of Natharia also reported the case to the Court. An Ahlmad of the 
Foujdari accompanied by a guard was sent to the plane of the occurrence to enquire into the 
case. He reported that the complainants were not present at the plane or in the Thina of 
Natharia and that the people of Jharole who were asked to attend responded to the call only 
after a very long time. They were told to have an enquiry mide into the case but they refused 
to depose and the Thanedar of J harole stated that he would have au enquiry made into the 
case only alter Mirza Amiu Beg of'Salumbar’a arrival at the place who was at the time at 
■Khejar. Even otj the arrival of the Mirza they refused to have their depositions recorded. 
The Eoujdar a.nd Kamdar of Salumhar were thereupon asked to direct the complainants to 
have an enquiry made. On making an enquiry from the gametis of Natharia, they stated that 
ithe Jharole people would not pay Chouth as they had always done, in spite of repeated 
requests j that they killed Kaeha Bhil while walking on the road and carried away Besata 
Bhil who has not yet been liberated, and that they had brought away the cattle while grazing 
in the jungle to settle their differences. That out of the cattle brought away, a few buffaloes 
had been killed and consumed by them and they produced the remaining 52 animals, namely, 
47 she-bufialoes, 2 cows, 2 calves and one male buffalo calf. They requested that their feud 
.may be settled and the Chouth paid to them.” 

■"The complainants stated that the following animals of their villige were taken 
laway — 

Slio-butfaloe'i ••••••...,. 170 

Ci'ws ■.••<••••..,.14 

M ale-buff alo-oalvei 6 


mnd that as regards Chouth there w.is an agreement between them that if there be no case 
of theft they would pay Chouth. The cattle which were produced were, therefore, rest ire 1 
to the complainants after reooveiang fl229-6 on account of court-fee, R217 on account 
-of CO t off grazing and RS'2 on account of serving their she-buffaloes with their buffaloes. 
After this the Jharole people deposed that they had allotted 7^ manis of grain, Rs. 12 in 
cash on account of cloth, 1 2 bundles of tobacco, 12 rnpees' weight of opium and 12 liquor 
stills in payment of one yearns Chouth and requested that the remaining cattle may 
"be restor d ao them. The gametis were thereupon consulted and both the' parties after 
consulting each' other, expressed a desire of referring the matter for settlement to a Panchayat. 
Punches were therefore selected and a Panchayat formed. The members of the Panchayat 

noted in the margin who were selected by both the 
parties unanimously put forward a proposal on Asadh 
budi 6, Sambat 1960, that in addition to the cattle 
returned to the complainants they should be given 
25 she-buffaloes, 5 she-buffalo-calves, and one male- 
buffalo-Calf by Natharia Pal and that they . should 
in future recover their Chouth as fixed by the 
Jharole people. The parties agreed to the proposal and signed an agreement to that effect. 
The court concurred in the proposal and decided that, according to the award of the Panchayat, 
the remaining animals should be made over to the complainants after recovering the court- 
fee, and that the complainants should be directed to pay Chouth - regularly according to the 
■agreement. The Court further observed that, if the Natharia people had any claim, the 
regular course was to seek redress in the Court, but, as they had failed to do so, the Court 
imposed a fine of R51 upon the Gametis of Natharia. The Salumhar authorities state 
that the Natharia people committed a dakaiti, carried away the cattle and destroyed Jharol 


fl) Kamlachaud Patwoii of Bargam. 

(2) Gautam Kolbari of Paiaad. 

(3) Patel Sawa of Kejar, Patta Salumhar, 

(4) Patel Dalla of Salara. 

(5) Garnet! Dhula of Sigtari. 

(6) Gameti Havji. 

(7) Eaminga of Pal Sarara. 
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and that the Court sapported- the accused. The fact is, however,, that the Natharia people 
were extremely harrassed by the Thanedar of Jharole and the Salumbar olBeials'. On 
fheir bringing a claim in the Court, the Mehknoa Khas , and the Foajdar and Kamdar of 
Salumbar were frequently asked to prevent them (Salumbar officials) from barra=Bing the 
Natliaria people, and the Matharia people weie always warned by the Court to avoid fric- 
tion and quarrel, and they continued to suffer their oppression silently solely because the 
Court pressed them to keep quiet, but the Foujdar and Kamdar of Salumbar not only 
took no action in the matter, but also stoppei the Chouth which Natharia claims from Jha- 
role. The people of Natharia repeatedly asked the Jharole people to pay the Chouth, but, ^ 
whenever the villagers showed their willingness to settle the matter, the estate authorities 
always threw obstacles in their way. The Natharia people carried away the cattle only 
when they were diiven to the necessity, with a view to settle the matter of Chouth, and 
protect themselves from the oppression of the Salumbar officials, and, in the circum- 
stances, the carrying away of the cattle cannot be called a dakaiti. If they had taken the* 
cattle with a criminal intention, they would have hesitated to produce the animals and not 
expressed their desire to come to an amicable settlement. They' carried away the cattle 
according to the usual practice, simply with a view to have their grievances redressed to 
settle the m.atter of Chouth, and remove the cause of friction, as stated by them during the 
enquiry. When the Jharole people would not pay their Chou,th and they- were beaten and 
imprisoned without cause, and were not released despite the orders of the Court and the 
Iklehkma Khas, and were detained in custody for long periods, how long could they (Natharia 
j e >ple) suffer such oppression. The way in which these innocent people have been, 
harrassed and oppressed will appear from the following. In the month of Katik in Sambat- 
l658, when Ratna, Amra, Punja, Lala, Jiya, Saria and others of the village of Natharia; who. 
were carrying bundles of hay to Jaisamand, stopped for the night in Bejpur, a hamlet of 
Jharole, 10 or 12 armed Sowars and sepoys, employes of Salumbar estate came and beat them. 
They also beat Rughnath Singh Sipahi who was with the party, se’zed and carried aw.ay their ' ' 
guns, weapons, cash and other property, and imprisoned the Bhils in a room in Jherole. 
Marks of hurt were found on the bodies of the Bhils and a doctor's certificate was obtained to 
that effect. Again, Bisatia Bhil was arrested and imprisoned without fault in the same year. 
They also arrested and put fetters on Peml.i, Hira, Pania, Kanjars and others of Natharia, 
who were going to J aisamand to receive cloth, which was being distributed there in char- 
ity, and released them on their agreeing to pay a fine of Rll per head and “Hfi on 
accaunt of khara beri. Similarly, Kishen Singh, Thanedar of Jharole, and others, arrested 
in the limits of the Khalsa village of Kesarsia, Hira, Bheria, Rnpa and others of Natharia 
who were going to Methuri to fetch their grain, imprisoned them in a room and fined them, 
S60. The Salumbar authorities are so bent on oppressing the Natharia people that the 
estate preferred a claim for 500 animals while the assamis of Jharole stated that only 19R 
animals were carried away. The reason why the Natharia people did not retaliate, in spile 
cf the oppression exercised by Salumbar is becan=e the court always held ‘them in restraint 
and warned them not to disturb the peace; otherwise they would have committed such 
exce'=es that they would not have stopped at murder. In short, the treatment accorded by 
the Salumbar authorities is known to every body. The Natharia pe iple acted with the object 
of getting their dispute settled. The people of the villages of Harmatia, Manpur, Budel 
Rathri, Kachria, and others of Patta Salumbar have committed such crimes, in Dungarpur 
and Mewar territories, that complaints of the mismanagement prevailing there ha,ve. at- 
tracted the attention of the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General. The falseness of 
SalumbaFs compl lints and their real intention will be apparent if measures are taken for. 
the repression of crime. In the case of dak xiti committed on cattle in Sabla, Jahapura of 
Dungarpur, the accused of the Pals of Patta Salumbar were made to abscond 'and were not 
produced, though repeatedly called for. They were asked to produce Dhulia Bajania who ' 

figured as a ring-leader in a few reeent cises, but he, too, was made to abscond, kbse- 
quently the Salumbar authorities obtained some money from him and other accused whq 
Lad absconded and allowed them to settle in their original homes and did not produce them 

Is tbL the way of preventing crime ? Many criminals are thus let off for their personal 
be..!.!... Tne-j, themselves, pay fines imposed on the criminals and recover double or trible from' 
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(-liem subsequently. The Court Je.-ils impar.ially and an r)ffenJc-r is sure to got punishment. 
The Salumbar KUthnvities are aw ivt' that troops are ahv\ys miiur.iiuel in the Courr, for the 
jfrery purpose. If the Court had si led .an J supp irced the K'lalsa P ds, as is alleged by tlie 
Salumbar authoiities, 't would have been imposdble to miiutiin peace in the jMivra dis- 
tiiet. It was with th- sole object of inaiutaiuing pe.ice th it a fe.v of the Khalsa P.ils were 
jainished as is known to the higher authoiities. They aie ac usto nj.l to attribut' their 
own fading.® to otbeis.’’'' 

5. Paragrnjjli 11 of the Khavita reads — 

“ AVhen there is any cau=e of com; laint again®! the Pals of this patta, the estate takes 
coercive meisures ag.iinst them. Put in this ease, the State marched troops against the 
village of Qamr.i, without giving notice of the fact to the authorities of t ie estite, plundered 
ahd ruined the Bhils and respectable persons of the village, setting fire to the houses' of the 
former. We corresponded on the subject with the State officials and. as a result of this, only 
a few persons were released, and a poitiou of the plundered property returned, on recovering 
Cbouth as their share. Tliis has totally mined the eslits and affected injuriously the revenue 
of the estate. A list showing the extent of loss sustained by the plunder is emdos.'d here- 
witl).''’ 

6. The report on the case to the Darbar is as follows : — 

“ Com) laints have, from time to time, been made from the time of the late Hakim, 
«.e , Sambat 1 of the lawle sness, dakaities, rubbeiies, injuries, murders and thefts com- 
mitted by the Bhils of the Pal. The Ponjdar and Kamdar of Salumbar have repeatedly 
been addressed by the Foujdari Court and a ked to take preventive measures but without 
nny result. The estate has always sided with the hadmaih Pal and has tried to defend it by 
■submitting protests in response to the cl iin>s preferred by the complainants. In a case of 
theft of y/ri he onging to Nagrup, Mahajan of Nakoli, on some offenders of Gamra, being 
proved to have been concerned in the case, the Salumbar authorities, as well as the Mehkma 
Khas, were requested to arrange for the arre.st of the offenders. In reply, a copy of a 
communication from the Ponjdar and Kamdar of Salumbar was received under the order of 
the Mehkma Khas, No. DPOB, dated 1st Cbait Bndi bth, Sambat iy44, to the effect that the 
offenders are unmanageable and that the Pal should be punished. But no acMon was taken to 
produce and punish the culprits. The villagers of the s.iid Pal begin to coram t crimes in all 
directions and raViged the country. Complaints of the depredations being received from 
every quaiter, a statimcnt of 28 cases was, on Bbadon Sudi 6th, Sambat 1917, forwarded to 
the Foujd.ir and Kamdar of Salumbar, wbo weie addressed to the effect that, in spite of re- 
peated requests, neither had the criminals been produced nor any action taken by the estate 
to provide them with seed (takkavi) for cultivation, which would prevent them from com- 
mitting depredations, and that steps may now be taken in the matter and the offenders pro- 
duced,°faiUng which, suitable action would be taken (by the State). " Daring the famine 
of Sambat 1956, when guards were sent in the districts for the protection of the peiple, 2 
guards were stationed at 'Metburl. The bad'nashes of this Pal stole two bullocks of Barji 
Pajpnt of Mcthuri. The guards followed the tricks to Mukarsima where they were 
informed by Nanjira chowkidar that the bullocks were carried away by the villagers of 
Gamra. The guards pioceeded, accompanied by Nanjira, and stopped for the night m the 
Khalsa village of Kaduni. The badmashes of the Pal of Gamra committed a raid during 
the night and cut and cairied away the standing crops of Kaduni. A party of the villagers 
st.rted (insearchof the badmadus) accompanied by the guards, who traced and followed 
the foot-prints The party was, however, left behind, and the guards followed the tracks 
which ended at the home of Tejira Dhil of Gamra, who was found in possession of the stolen 
crops. But the people of the Pal cime in a body, shot arrows and fired guns. The guards 
had an encounter with them and as they were smaller in number, they left the place to save 
their lives. It is not known by whom one of the accused (Megla) was shot dead. Par from 
preventing crimes, the Ponjdar and Kamdar of SHumbar, on tbe contrary, 
port of 4 pages to the Mehkma Khas complaining against the Tehsildar of Methmi. 
Tehsildar w!s called on for a report and his explanation was submitted to the Mehkma Khas 
on Mangsar B.idi 6th, Sambat 1957, A statement of 45 crimes committed by the badmasha 

6 AGGr Raj. 
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- „ 1 -(+ 0.1 flip. Tehsildar and it w.is forwarded to the Mclihmr* 

of the Pal of Gomra was submitted by the lensnuai puu , ,r , , 

of the rai Mehkma Khas asked the Fonjdar a,ud hamdar of 

Salumrarto\!re°mealres to prevent the commission of crimes hy the baima^/tes of the Pa\ 
of Gamra and addressed them to the effect that, as the estate had faded to take proper steps 
n^ma:tter,and the people hid repeatedly been committing crimes the S ate will now 
taL necessary measmes. Imimation ot the action taken -by the Mehkma Kl,as was com 
ILcUdl. It., .fi.e.. . .ul,l=.,No.SOOI. Tbe f G*'"» 

cnmcs m ISi.para and olher viU.ig™ and i., Urn, lion was .mt to tbc tlehlma Kha. Jn 
„,,lv aiatla No. 3001. wo. r.co.ood f.on iho Meotma Kb... slating that . goard may 
bo noitodinBlrpma .»d a report submitted alter a ter. da,.. In ooopl-.ance .,tb ihm, 
another jefort was submitted of the mischief done by these ha^masltes. In the 
meanwhile, on receipt, with the Mehkma Khas epdor=ement No. 3123, of a copy of ^ 

communication frcm the Foujdar and Kamdar of Korahar regarding the excessess committed 

by tbe Bbds of Gamia, the Tebsildar of Metbrnd -was asked to sn,bm\t a lepont and,, 
on its receipt, a copy of it was forwarded to the Mehkma Khas Since, in spite of so ranch 
correspondence and repeated requests made by the Mehkma Khas to, the Foujdar and Kamdar 
of Salumbar, no action was taken to suppress the Bhils of the Pal, the State was forced to pun- 
ish them for the safety of the people. When the Pal was punished. 2 Phallas which were situat- 
ed at tome distance fiom the Pal e-cap ed punishment. These aga-n began to indulge in crime, 
which fact was repotted to the Mehkma Khas on Sawan Budi 10th, Sambat 19o9. The 
Mehkma Khas addressed the Foujdar and Kamdar of Sain mbar to the efect that there were 
many complaints against the villagers of Gamra, that, as they (Foujdar and Kamdar) failed, 
either to take preveniive mea-mes or inflict punishment in spite of repeated injunctions, 
they should not now fail to take effective measures in respect to the 2 Phallas, apinst 
which there weie many camplaints, and, tba^, failing to do so, proper orders will be issued 
for inflicting puni-hment on the P.il. Intimatioa of the Sjbove was conveyed in this office 
Parwana No. .i587. The Foujdar and Kamdar of Salumbar stated in their reply, a copy of 
which was furnished to this office with Mehkma Khas endorsement Ko. 616, that repeated 
complaints being received against the Bhils of Gamra, the Mehkma Khas were, in a com- 
muuication No. 3257, dated Baisakh Budi 9th, Sambat 1957, asked for permission to cha'tise 
the Pal, but that no reply was received to it, that the Hakim of Magra, without asking 
them ro j lin him, marched troops direct, on ^sadh Bqdi 3rd, Sambat 1957, punished the 
hadmishes aad destroyed the Pal. It was well that the laAmasTies were punished, as they 
Oeserved pauishmeut, but it was cootrary to the usual procedure to inflict punishment 
without co-operation of the estate. As the Migra Hakim was not accompanied by any 
official of the estate, the cattle belonging to persons who bad sent them to the Pal for graz- 
ing Wire also taken away, with those belonging to the Pal, and that these persons were 
cl-iiiniug for the restoration of their cattle. A copy of the Salumbar communication was sent 
to the Tehsildar of Metbuii for report.'” 

" Note — Tho citlle found at the tiiao of punishing the P.nl were for a long time kept in the court, and it 
wi\8 notified to the public tliat, if any of the cattle belong to a | erson other than a lihil, he may, on produclion 
cf proof in the Court, take his auimalo hack. Notwitbstanding the fact that a long time was allowed, no 
claimant appeared for the cattle." 


“ Sabsequentlv, on Asoj B.udI 10th. Sambat 1959, the Foujdar and Kamdar of Salumbar 
stated that control was exercised by means of patrols and outposts, and requested that the 
Assamies who had left may he directed to re-setfle in their original village. In reply to 
this the Tehsildar of Mcthuri wrote to say that Bayam Padam Singh, who had been posted 
at Gamra, received one-fourth of the property obtained by plunder in several cases, and 
that he also receives one-fourth (Chonthan) from the complainants ; that it was difficult to 
expect him to make any arrangements and that it was feared that crimes would tend to 
increase day by day. This was communicated to the Mehkma Khas. In the same con- 
nection a communication was received from tbe Foujdar and Kamdar of Korabar, with 
Mehkraa Khas endorsement No. 3138, in which they stated that gangs of the villagers of 
Gamr,!, pjtta Salumbar, go about at nnn«ual hours and commit crimes and requested that 
measures may be taken about this. A report was accordingly submitted to the Mehkma 
^h s stating that, unless the villagers of Gamra are punished, there was no hope of 
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mjintaining or^er. P evlonsly, when Garara was punished, 2 Phallas escaped puni«hment. It 
was thei’cfore requested that orders may he ir-saed to punish them as there were many 
complaints against them from all sides. On this, the Mehkma Bala addressed the Salumbar 
authorities to the effect that previously the villageis of GamVa were punished for commit- 
ting crimes and that as there were again co uphints against them, measures may be taken 
to repress taem or that punishment would again be infliuied on the Pal. At the same time 
riikka No. 401*, dated Sawan Budi tith, S imhat 19(51, was received in this office which 
(directed ihat if the crimes a-e not prevent-'d, the fa -t mry be reported liter on After this a 
.commumoation was recei /ed front the Foujdir and fCimlir of Salumbar w th Mehkmi Khas 
leaJorsem^nt No. SOiQ, dated Saw m B idi 1-Jth, Sanbat 1931, to the effect that a Thana hag 
been sta ioue 1 at Gamra, “that it is pri/bthle thifc the perpetrators of the crimes are those 
per-ons who 1 ft Gamra at the time punishnt'nt was inflicted on the P.il, and settled in 
Kh-ilsa and other .lairir villao'es and who are still known to belong to Gamra and that if 
, the Korabar authorities have any ground for complaint against the villagers of Gamra they 
may bring regular charges against them. In reply, the Court submitted a report, intimating 
that the statement mide by the Salumbir authorities is not correct, aud that the whole blame 
lies upon the villag-rs of Gamra. The Court added tbit when any of the villages of patta 
Korabar make a complaint against Gamri, the Silnimhar authorities ask that a regular 
.charge m ly b j p 'eferred. When the Salunbar authorities, in spite of repeated calls, do 
n it pro luce taeir ass iinies what benefit can be expected frim th 3 complainants preferring 
ihheir claim The ajcnsed of Gamra, putti Salnnibir, committ3d bnrglary an 1 carded away 
property of Naadi Dagi of Gudel, patta Korabar. The Court requested that arrangements 
may he made fir the production of the accused A rukta was received that a dbons of 
iOne Sowar may be sent to Salumbar, The Salunjihar authorities did not, however, produ e 
their assamies for tiial but made a false report to the Mehkma Bala, stating that they had. 
produced the assam’es, and thus got the dhons withdrawn A rukka was then received 
enquiring whether the assamies were produced, as stated by Salumbar.^' 


“Note. — The Salumbar authoritias deceived the ilehkma Khis and, bv making a fake leport, got the 
, dhons withdrawn, A report was accordingly made thit no assamies wa e prodaced by Silumbar." 

“ A communication was received from the Poujdar and Kamdare mpl lining against the Bh h of the Pilof 
Gamra for committing raid* A copy of it wai foiw.ir.led to the TehsiUar of llechuri who confirmed ihe com- 
plaint and stated that the villagers of Gamra have, as alrea ly reported, recently com nitted -i or 6 depredations 
in hlcthuri. The Tehsiidat added that the thanas posted at Gamra by Salumbar cannot be oioected to prevent 
the villagers of the Pal from comm'tting incu'sions. Tie Xlehkmi Khas was therefore moved, in a report 
dated Sawan budi 6, Sarabat 1963, to taka measures to prevent the recurrence of the crimes, on which a demi- 
official rukha No. 621 was received, cal ling for a state nent of raids loramitted by the Bhils of Ga nra. A 
statement of 79 cases, in which claims ware pieferred and which were com nitted in the Mag’a distnot, wa» 
theiefore forwarded, with the remark that the statement showed only those case- in which claims were 
preferred, and that, in addition to them, there woie njmero is oases of raids committed by the villageis of 

Giiinra.** , , , . . , 

“ Note. —The file regarding the disposal oE the cattle, etc., found after punishing the Pal has baen sunmit- 

ted to the Mehkma Khas and has not yet been returned " 

7. Paragraph 13 of the Kharita reads : The bounda-ies of th-'s estate are co-termmous 

with those of Banswara, Partabgarh and Dungarpur States. Every now and then, there occur 
oases between the estate and the abQve States. Any disputes that arise between the estate 
‘and any of the above States are settled mutually and only such disputes that cannot be 
settled amicably between the parties concerned are brought before the Barder Courts. But 
now we are forced to stop amioable settlement of the disputes {vide ^ the Mehkma Khas 
letter on the subject) which is quite detrimental to the intere^s ot our subjects. The 
old practice is that the prmaf.cie papers of the cases, that are to be brought before the 
Border Courts, which are received from alien States are passed on to the estate for 
necessary action. This practice is now discontinued, the pnma facie papers are not pa=se 
on to the estate, and the surrender of the assamies is demanded from us In view of a 
fact that' the estate has power to dispose of Civil and Criminal cases there is no reason 
why the old practice should be abandoned and the Salumbar assamies should suffer turong 

j,ha«,ll..™sbco,t.«,.a«yoftl,eKawat,itbeaoB.o> .» tba “»'i 
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in the discharge of Mewar’s oUligations to a bo'dering Stit3 aal the paramount poa-er to 
intervene. In all such Bonier ca-e-, there arc two Salomhir ^lotamids p'esent, but, though 
the pnma facie papers are cominunicateJ. to the Rawat, Jlewar has to take steps, if this is 
not done by Salamhar (as is often the case) to secure the attendance of parties. The Darhar 
assert that Salumbar agreed to the piocedure (laid down in S.iiubat 19191 for the trial of 
liorder Court cases. 


9. My impre'sian is that, while the Darhar ollici.ils probably do not hes'.tits to encroach 
on the Fatta’s prerog.itive=, the Kawatji, by his sullen resist ince to en jii'ries, has 

so prejudiced his case that the Darhar, especially in regird to matters with whioh other State's 
are coneerued, are justifiid in the degree of intervention w.iich appears I o have tiken place. 
As to this matter, and other mmor complaints, it will be n'eessary to sum up, generally, 
further on. 

in. Pa/uyr/ijsA of the Kharita reads as follows ; — “ The Ponjdar and Krmlir of the 
estate have since long time past enjoyed exemption fiom attending the Courts of the State, 
so that, when a reference to the.n was neeessaiy, it used to bs made by correspondence or 
interrogatories. But now, their attendance is insisted upon, and on protesting against the 
procedure the D.irOdr send a dhons to the estate. A statement of Dhont is attached herewith/'’ 


Tne Da-.bir admits that, on special ocoasione, the Foujdar and Kamdar have been asked 

to .appear in peison in troublesome cases in which their evidence has been necessary. State- 
ments for the jears 194S and 1919, put in by the Darbar, record three occasions in each year. 
I did not ask the Darhar for more recent data, since this is such a trumpery matter, and if 
other issues are s^'ttled it will not of itself form a grievance. ' ’ 

1 1 . Paragraph 15 of Kharita complains that “ During the time of Rawat Padam Singh ji 
the Durbar eoutisoited some of the villages of the estate, some of which were subsequently 
restored to us by uMr. Cobb?, as will be seen from the List .Vo. 4, enclosed heieeith Of the 
villages confiscat'd only those that were under the Khaka management were lestored to os 
but two of them, m , Barodia and Parla, which the Darhar had gianteJ in jao-ir to other 
peraODS, hive uoUeeu restored to us till now We are onlv told that the persons will be given 
other villages m jagir and that our owu villages will be returned to us, which has not be n 
done up to -this day. We, therefore, request that the villages may be returned tons and their 
revenues for the time that we have been deprived of their pos'ession may be granted us." 

“ Mr. Cobbe J of course could not, and in point of fact did not, promise that the villages 

wbicb, confiscated from Salurabar, had been granted to others, should be restored What he 
did was to commuuicite the fact that the Darbar intended to restore to Khalsa villages 

The Darbar denies that Saluuibar was « told that the persons will be given other villages in 

S.alumbar has failed to produce copy of this that our own villages will be returned 

alleged prow 133 . tons. These villages were confiscated 1 00 years 

• j VI. 1 ago, and, as an act of giace, those which bad 

remained Khalsa were restored. But there is no « right ” on S ilumbar’s rm't and Z Darhar 

has never bad, nor has at present, any intention of restoring them. 

12. Paragraph 16 summarizes the complaints. It reads as follows i. u t l 

h,v. 

nnuecess.ry losses we have been put, and how our subjects have been /u 

heavily t, as well as my subjects, have suffered and are still suff -rino- All thr Z’ if 

due to the reasons enumerated above. You are an experienced officer and b T 

ously old customs, and rights affecting dignity are maintained i 7? • scrupul- 

13 not unreasonable. What I pray for is that the Darhar should abide'^Ztb'^^* 

and accord the same treatment as nrevailed from tho f i procedure 

«„e, 

i Huox that om requests, wbicb are only fair and reasonable are not taken ^ ^ 

that the estate is at present harras^ed by sending Dhons of 10 ^ a r ‘=0"S'deration ; 

the rabi produce of Sambat 1962 of the R^d and Odw d' and that 

bren ruined by fields not being irrigated. The amou,? d i" 

customs compensation has not been paid. Oar assamiHs ha f T 

Dakaitles are committed on our villatres Justice is n f f gander hither and thither 
..d .b. U.ds „b.b b„e b.„ L;™' 
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^re fined without fault ; our appeals are not heard ; new (bahanas) false subterfuges are made 
find the Hakims of the State, Courts without considering the lank and dignity of the estate, 
impose fines without leason and try to take fiom us our powers. 

■' We therefore request that yon will be kind enough to do us justice in all the (above) 
•" matter and grant us compensation.'’'’ 

1:^. The Darbar draws attention to expressions such, as “loit'” and “ bahana ” (false 
prelevts), which ai’e objected to as mo^t improper and as indicating a most unbecoming 
attitude In further evidence of this spirit of insubordination the Dirbir produced several 
papers o£ 1963 (a month or so ago) in which Salumbar describe themselves as “ Sri Uarbar 
'^vhile it also has taken to issuing pirwanas (in the above style addressed to Khalsa village-) . 
These points require mention because they, as well as others which have gone before 
and will follow have produced in His Highness’ m nl a feeling of exasperation which would 
have rendered most difiicult the tisk of securing any conpronise had the merits of the case 
pointed to compromise. 

14. B, — Bafhars’ Gomplaints — After completion of the enquiry into the aetuil allegations 
cont lined in Salumbar's Kharita, His Highness asked me to allow him to show me a few 
instances, of the many recorded with him, which in his opinion indicated his extreme mo lera- 
tion in the face of the gravest prov ication — 

(а) Salumbar complained of the imposition of dhons. The records show there are 10 

sowars and 4 foot-soldiers imposed on Salumbar at present. 

The records of eight out of twenty-three cases of the pa-t four or five years, were read out 
to me. They . are chiefly oases in which murder or other serious cime has occurred, in which 
Salumbar has been implicated ; in which the Rawat has been addressed but has declined to 
reply, or has written refusing either inf irmation or assistance. There is also one case in 
which the payment of a tine, imposed for breach of Walterkrit rules, has been refused. In 
one case, at. least, of dakaiti of sorts — which occurred when Hie Highness was at laisamand 
an effort to. arrive at justice through diplomitio means was thwarted by Salumbar’s obstinate 
refusal to help. Salig Ramji (at present at Nathdwaraj was sent personally by His Highnes 
to endeavour to get matters settled. Other oases were in connection with wrongful eolleotion 
of opium duty by Salumbar. 

The list of cases is supported by full records, which bear indications of a genuine effort 
to secure compliance before impos'tion of the Dhons : and the degree of recusanc/ would, in 
His Highness’ view, have justified the imposition of a far higher penalty. Salu nbir’s replies 
(when vouoh-safed) are on the record and are hoplessly rude and nucomproraising. 

(б) Reverting to paragraph 12 of Salumbir’s Kharita whiob reads as follows: — 


I have inspected the whole correspondence in 
this case. 


“ Rs. 3,000 Gbitori, on account of compensation for the customs collection of the Sawa 
village and Imperial Rs. 725 on account of salt co npensation, are payable to the estate by the 
Darbar. But the former amount remains uuprid since the Sambat year 1957, and the latter 
since the year 1958. The list showing amounts due to the estate nnJer these heads is 
enclosed.” 

His Highness produced before me a report fiom the Customs Officer at Chitor, dated 
Sambat 19 tl, in which it was reported that Salumbar continued collecting customs dutv at 

Sana. This repoit was forwarded to Salumbar 
for report and with a request that orders might 
be issued to stop th s irregularity. Salumbar 
reported that orders had issued. But collections continued, at steadily increasing rates, of 
which a detailed statement, drawn up by the Customs Oificer, is attached (Appendix S). It 
will be observed that corn, too, is subject to an import, though exempt in Mewar. 

A further record was placed bef jre me reporting of similar illegal exactions of dan at 
Manpur, near the Dungarpur border. 

I have enquired whether Salumbar has again been addressed on the subject recently 
^nd the Darbar will let me know. 

(e) His Highness then asked me if I would look into somj of the 209 cases in which 
Salumbar had, since the accession of the present Rawat, either failed to answer 
references, dispose of cases, or carry out orders. I examined so ue at random. 

SAGS Kaj. 
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One was a case of manlier, ia whlcli there is reason to believe that no enquiry has been 
inide (I reoeiveJ a co npltiat while in S .lumbar fro n the soa of a man who had disappeared j 
this is probably the same ca'e), 

AnOtaer was of wrongful imprisonment of a co '■plainunt and wUniSifS in a case which 
was never enquired into. , • , ^ 

Another was a complaint which had been forwarded by the Resident for report. 

Some of the e ^09 cases may be frivolous and ve-vatious, and desig ned to annoy Salomhar 
but the half d 'Zen of which the pap ts ware read oat to me aopeired to be genuine. 

[(1) Ilis Highness then raids a statement ti me. It was to the effect ; — 

(i) that he knew for a fact that this question of the Matamparsi had never been rawed 
before Rawat Kesri Singhji s time (Rini Sarup Singh). There was no me.ition 
whatever of it bifore that date, nor any an ggestion that it had ever been debated 
This is borne out by ihe absence of any men- before. He said that hi himself would have cer- 
tion of tbir prior to the fiftees though much else tiinly b t >wa ab tac tois ‘hik/ as a your.o' man 
was dis,uted from Tod's time up to then. brfo e he h -exme M xhxrana ; but he assmed me 

that it was never mooted then, 


(tt) that he wis not, as had doubtless bean suggested ti me, anxious to deorive 
Sa'umbar of an acre of te rritory which was justly his ; that such fractions would 
he of no us e to him any .way, and that the ruin of Salumbar was not his desire. 

V. — Cob’Cl.TJSIOMS. 

H ivi.g now dj lit fu’ly with eioh hoid of this intrieite an I trouhlesjme ca=e, and 
having recorded, un ler each of the three important heads, the opinion lormed after balancing 
xhe evidence adduced by the contending parties, it only re.ailns to sammarise, verv brieily, the 
inference drawn, an'I then to indicate what seems to me to be the proper course to' pursne 
with a view to effecting a settlement. 


i As to the M,i impitrsi cercnom/.—lt is abundantly ole ir that, alth om^b, owino- to the 
slenciof the Darhir for the past fifty-dve years, and to the loudly asse^ated claims of 
Salumaar, it came to bi believed bv the other Sardars, and accepted as an axiom by successive 
Residents, that it was the p.aetice of suocessive Ranas to perform the ceremony at Salnmbar 
the Rawat’s claim is based on false documents, and is unsupported by any rhred of vilid 
tostnuonv, save only the facts that on two occasions the Rana did proceed to Salumbar 
Thise were both special occas ions, whereas there is no record of any value as to the admission 
of Salambar'srigat, or as tithe practice, oa any single normal occasion. Per contra tbeie 
IS a good deal of reasmably reliable evidence showing that in ordinary eircu mstanoes, it is the 

P’-ac«e>f'>rthe Maharaj Kunwartogoto Salum- 
(3j Iu,UucesoarLT fjj tbe performance of the ceremony. I have 

tracp,! tn f),,. <51 a j i. • Highness word that no documents have been 

tr ced in the State records bea mg upon this question other than those he has shown me 

3 Under this head, therefore. I tind after devitmg thre/davs at S .Inmbar to the inspec 

to many days with the Mihiranrin 

go n. through the Stati records, that the iUvat's claim to be Matampursi'd at SaLw by 
hi.H.gUnisscmnitbesuotaiail. Ibdieve thatthi present Riwat is innocent of tbe 

forgeries upon which his case rests, a.id that ho really beHeved that Ar, a 
genuine. The claim was never made before AD 18 17 or V. i 5 

person W.bo instigate! the forg'riei. Conseiiu-nt’v thi bUm i.- ^ "Sbts was the 

Jth th. “ 

•?.npath,ub5ingtbeVioSm(itHa(r«id«le»tpreaeoe.sOTs) ' “ “ao" 

„ib„ fifrt oU„ jagi,d.„", tL'™"' • "T*!; “ I" 

rmen bare been cmtom.rily esetcUad or should bo oorv oooloner°ife''Lt''lb"V'r^ 

r rT "■* aWtada barltof " 

l-x„t oa or . o.d oil .hot .. .. ^>7 
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to make out a case of sucli tyrannous encroachment as would jurtify intervention by us while 
his claim to-the whole Run lests on a forgery. 

6. Minor complnmt^. — To each grievmceof Stluinbar the Maharina has at least 
one countervailing complaint It is neither necessary nor desirable to adjudicate upon them, or 
Intervene officially with a view to their settlement in detail. They will, for the most pait, 
fettle themselves when the main issue is decided. 

7 Recommendations — Since Salurabar's official protest has come before the Resident 
that officer has incurred a certain’ responsibility for the decision There are other con-idera- 
tions, too, which cannot be ignoied. For example, paitly on ing to tbe dominance of the 
Nobles in Rana Shimbhu Singh's time, and to the action then taken with the boy Rana, and 
partly on account of the re-iterated acceptance by successive Residents of Salumbar’s conten- 
tion, the other Sardars of Mewar undoubtedly incline to the view that the Mahar^nas should 
go to Salurnbai to p^iform the Matampu'si ceremony. Such being the case, I think that the 
- Residency has a ceitain responsibility both to the Darbar and to Salumbar and the other 
Nobles in the mitter. It will not, therefoie, suffice to tell His Highness that, sintie he has 
demonstrated the falsity of Salumbar's main contention, he cm do as he pleases, and that no 
fnithir action will be taken on Salumbir's behalf. 

8. We have openly, in the past, expressed the opinion that the Maharana was in the 
■wrong ^ and His Highness is therefore entitled to explicit support in his recision. In view 
of our pait attitude, too, W3 must see that the juslioe of the decision is explained to the Nobles. 
Furthir our respiiisioility to S ilu nb ir de nan Is thiD the Resident sh mid personilly explain 
ithe invalidity of bis claim, and advise him as to his future course of action. 

Th.it which requires earliest di-posal is the list nam'd. I propose, therefore, to invite the 
Rawat (conforming my action to His Highness’ views) to come to see me, and puisonallyto 
tell him of the decision come to by me after the exhaustive enquiry mide; explaiuiug the 
forgeries on which his claim rests. I propose advising him to make abs ilute and complete 
Enhinisslonto His Highnees leaving the subsepient decision on other matters to the Mahanna, 
avho I hope will, in his own interests, consent to consult me. 

- In pursuance of my responsibility to His Highness, I propose communicating to him a 
Khat, intimating as shoitly as possible, that, after an exhaustive examination of the record 
at Salumbar and Udaipur, 1 have found— 

(oj th it the two main documents relied on by Salumbar are proved by internal 
evidence, to be undoubted foigeries, 

(i) th it there is no record prior to 1847 of any claim to the special Matamparsi 
ceiemony, 

(c) that it has only been proved that the Maharana performed Ihe ceremony himself 

at Salumbar on two occasions (to be specified) on both of which there were 
special circumstances which dep-ivethem of value as precedents ; 

(d) that, per contra, the Darbar reooids, though not as conclusive as they might be 

admit that the Maharaj Knnwar shou’d go to Salumbar for this purpose and 
that these are supported by Kesri Singh’s letter (Exhibit D). 

I piopose to add (a), that in these circumstances, provided Salumbar absolutely, and 
■without reseivation, withdraws his pretensions under this head, His Highness will, I hope, 
see his way to deputing the Maharaj Knnwar, as soon as possible, to Salumbar for the 
Mafampursi ceremony ; also (b), that in view of the possibility that His Highness’ decision in 

thismattermay,in view of past occurrences, be subject for surprise or misunderstanding on 

the part of the other Sardars, it would be well perhaps that this Khat should he communicated 

to the other 16 Nobles, together with, if His Highness pleases, an explanatory memorandum, 
which mio-ht be drawn up under His Highness’ orders, indicating the proofs as to the 
forgeiies. 


(Sd.) C. H. HILL, 
Resident, Mewar. 
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case. 


No. S7.3-C. of ]90S, dated Camp, the Sth Februarj 1908. 

From— C. C. Watson, Esq , I C S , Fiist Assistant to the Agent to the Governor", 
General, Rajputana, 

To — C. H A Hill, Esq., C.I E., Resident, Mewar. , 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 465, dated 

the 23rd December 1906, *"306 of its enclo- 
sures legardiog the Salumbar Matamvursi 


Serial No. 1. 


2. In reply, I am to say that after going carefully through all the papers 
forwaided nith your letter, it undoubtedly appears to the Hon’ble the Agent to 
the Governor-General to be proved by the results of recent historical research that 
the evidence on which the Rawat of Salumbar bases his claim to receive 
3]alampm'si ii'Om Ris Highness the Maharana himself at Salumbar cannot ba 
genuine ; and it appears that a similar claim made in the time of Maharana^ 
Sarup Singh was suppoited by entirely different documentary evidence, -which 
had to be rejected on the same ground. 

3. The evidence both for and against the alleged custom appears to ba 
of a very fragmentary description, and the Hon’ble Mr. Colvin is glad to learn 
that the Rawat has now agreed to accept the view of His Highness the Maha- 
rana in the matter, which is that the Matatnpursi should be done at Salumbar 
by the Heir-apparent and not by the Chief himself The case is one which 
really concerns His Highness the Maharana only, being a matter of internal 
administration, hut since previous Political Officers have been compelled by 
circumstances to give opinions in the mdtter, if is naturally one in which 
the Eoiitical authorities are still interested, and His Highness the Maharana’s 
treedom of action has perliaps been someAvhat hampered in the past bv the fact 
that the whole weight of political opinion -n^as against him. You however 

understands, fully satisfied yoursYf that the position taken 
} His Highness the jMa,harana in the case ever since tUe time of Maharana 
amp Singh is fully justified, and that the opinion of previous Political Offi- 
cor.s being_ based, rather on general assumption than on a critical examination 
abandonTd liistoncal accuracy of the claim, must now be 

it would have been more satisfactory if some 
f produced as to w^hat procedure act 4 llv took 

£ ? °P ceremony for the Rawats betweenKnn- 

ar Sin^h and Padam_ Singn. But he understands from you that nothing 
an be found to substantiate conclusions arrived at by Captain Brookeandre- 

onLfrr°which* m'av ° N February 1853, and that the records of any 
invouToffice ^ made at that time, are not now traceable 

in your oihee. It may safely be assumed that the Rawat of Salumbar would 
have produced in support of his claim any direct proofs poSssed W M^ 

hand, .we have the assuranc^eTf H s H^hnS 
n the deeuments bearing on the point have been found 

the fetate records other than those which have been produced hv him 
Since then there is no further evidence fo.thcoming on either Tde and siS 

war m?v visfS Maharaj Kun- 

tbo matter. ^ Mr. Colvin sees no reason to question that settlement of 

involvod, it does not seem necessarv 
hat' the main ques^Fonla??/- be^en'FettleVboth lld^’ sincerely trusts 


iv^ 


will he arrived at. 


?S“uil ?o^douU succeeded °in his contention, on the mai 

. liberal ««onaWe r. 
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6. The Hon’ble the Agent to tlie Governor-General greatly appreciates the 
frank and open n’ay in 'which His Highness the Maharana has discussed the 
whole case with jou, and be is glad to learn that His Highness has exjiressed his 
readiness to send the Maharaj Kunwar to Salumbar for the iLatampursi 
ceremony without delay. • 

7. Mr, Colvin concurs with you that it is necessary to explain carefully 
to the principal Mewar Sardars the reasons which have led to the recent 
change of view taken by the political authorities in this matter. You will no 
doubt yourself take any opportunity that may offer, of verbally exjDlaining 
the circumstances to as many of th.em as possible. In his opinion there is no 
obiection to the communication to them of tire purport of the to be address- 
ed by you to the Eawat, so far as it relates to the Matampursi question, but 
this should, of course, only be done through the Mewar Darbar. 


3 


No. 55, dated Salumbar, the 19th April 1910. 

From — RaTtai Onar Singh of Salumbar, 

To— The Hon^ble Mr. E. G. Colvin, C.S.I., Agent to the Governor- General for 
Rajputana. 


Ir continuation of my letter No. 30, dated the 12th January 1919, I beg 
to submit herewith, for your good self’s consideration. Parts III, IV and V of 
o • , ov,. the Thikana Kepresentation regarding (1), 

^ ena o. , u loia owers, etc. Customs and Salt Compensation, (2) 

Sasnik villages and the village of Para, and (3) Certain miscellaneous' rights and 
privileges of the Salumbar Thikana andhdpe that the same would be vouchsafed 
early and favourable attention. 


No. 131-C , dated Mount Abu, the 21st May 1910. 

Endorsed hif the First Assistant to the Agent to the Governor- General in Eajputana. 


Forwarded to the Resident, Mewar, to whom the petitions should have been 

submitted in the first instance. The 
Resident is requested kindly to favour the 
Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor- 
General with his remarks and opinion on 


RepreBentations Parts T, III, IV and V, sub- 
mitted by the Rawat of Salumbar in regard to 
certain matters in dispute between him and the 
Mewar Darbar. 


the grievances of the Rawat. 


5 

No. 68, dated Salumbar, the lOth May 1910. 

From — R awaV Onae Singh of Salumbar, 

To — The Hon’ble Me. E. Q. Colvin, C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General in Rajputana, 
Mount Abu. 

Being totally disappointed in my repeated endeavour to conciliate my subordinate 
Jagirdars, whose insubordination has been reported to Your Honour from time to time and who 
have hitherto resisted all my said overtures, I have at last taken the liberty to bring the 
following to Your Honour's kind notice and to request that a sympathetic consideration of the 
same would not only relieve the Thikana of a distressing embarrassment but would confer a 
lasting salvation upon those innocent but none the less oppressed Rajputs .and other Rayots 
of the Thikana who are helpless victims of their tyrannical raids. 

1. The following Jagirdars, namely, Kesri Singh of Isarwas, Chandan Singh of Dholpura^ 
Rughnath Singh of Bhimpnra, Zorawar Singh and Ratan Singh of Jamura and Kharwar Padam 
Singh, Bajnot Bhopal Singh and Mukand Singh, etc,, of Salumbar, throwinsr off slace long their 
8 A G G Eaj. 
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ellegiance, have forcibly possessed themselves of a good many villages belonging to the Thikana 
and those of other loj'al Jagirdxrs. They have negleatedto carry out their dutifull obligations 
tsrvards the Thikana. Moreover, they stand charged with committing assault and injury 
to the Thikana officials; tbns wilMly preventing the latter from discharging their duties- 
And when the Thikana Cou’ts, in pursuance of complaints prefen-ed by the Thikana Rayo^ 
institute proceedings against them, they do not mind them, which, besides causing the Thikana 
a cotisiderabie loss of annual revenue, deprives the other Jagirdars of their incomes, owing 
to which they starve : to say nothing of the wrong thus done to the poor Rayots. 

2. Often the employes of Tehsil Methnri join these Jagirdars in their incursions. As 
to the letter they always remain with the Tehsildar, Methuri and those proceedings which 
ought to have been instituted in the Thikana are dealt with directly at the said Tehsil which 
clearly shows that they are encouraged in their refractoriness by the said Tahsildarand Magra? 

8. Althonch these Jagirdars have left no means unused of ruining and devastating the 
villages of the Thikana and of other Jagirdars and also of violating the cherished rights of 
the Thikana Rayots, yet I have hitherto taken striel'eare to advise nothing but patience to 
the unfortunate snUerors rather than the application of physical force. 

4. The Rajeshri Mahkama Khas being approached twice or thrice with the prayer that 
(hese Jagirdars should not be eucouragod, as they have been hitherto done, by the Tehsildar, 
Mollmn .and that a notloe be issued interdicting every one from associating with these 
recusants. But, unfortunately, no action seems to have been taken in the matter by the 
State authorities and consequently all conciliatory measures have been doomed to disappoint- 
ment. 


Since S.alumbar subjects are highly harrassed by these Jagirdars and sinue they unduly 
interfere uilb the income and communal ceremonies of a group of respectable persons there 
is every probability of a serious ooontrenoe taking place some day or other. Regarding the 
Tbikarin, how long can it be expected to put up patiently with these Josses and ever-recurring 
publ c disorders^. I have ever regarded Shri Darbar as my master and liege Lord and as such 
I am fully contident of his kind sympathy and support in the above matter. But'the ’Magra 
/d.i has made it a point to conceal the tine facts from its superiors, which all the more ego-g 

tlmm in their defianoo and the Thikana, in turn loses all hopes of receiving justice. Under 

the circumstances, I would request your honour that any how this painful question be kindly 
cRectively dealt with. But as a preliminary step to this end, it is highly essential that no 
Khiha official should ever associate with this oboo.xious party and that a proclamation be 
puLhffieJ prohibiting any one from giving them shelter or support. It should also be notiBed 
to them through Ml gra in unmistakeable words that Salumbar is fully entitled to compel 
them in discharging their obligations towards the Thikana. Also if circum-tauces requh-e 
the btoto officials should give necessary help to Salumbar in succe-sfuUy combating the above 

e\ i. But none of my above entreaties were coosidered favourably by the Mahkma Khas. 

At la. , now I have moved the Resident, Mewar, in the above matter requesting him that I 
liaae already Submitted my above case to his coasidaratiou aud that I shall submit more paners 
a_s occasions sh U1 call forth lastly, that the Mahkma Khas be asked to vouchsafe due con! 
smtr.tiou over the matter. 1 have every hope thatthe said Mahkma will bestow full and sympa 
thetic connderation on the above case. If Your Honour should also be kin 1 enoao-h to aJk f h 

Rcsffi.mt Mewar, to direct the State that the latter should give the Thik ina.' every pos-ibt 

help in the above matter. I hope I shall iu no time succeed in securing its speedy seUleLuf 
health.^ enjoyment of sound 


No. SOG-P., dated Rajputana Agency, Mount Ahn, the Uth June 1010. 
rid-ried iy ,, ,,5, Governor-Qenernl in Rajputaua. 

orwarded to the ResidoEt, ilewar for such action as he may deem pro, 
-‘--ed. ■ Tvith a request that these complaints a 

T V may be dealt with in the renlv tn t 

: - ■ dated t 
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Letter No, 68, dated Salambar, Mewar, the 3rd July 1910. 

ProrQ— The Eawa.t op SALUUBiB, Mewar, 

To — The Agent to the Governor-General, Eajputana. 

l^ot long ago, I' had submitted the main points of my ease to Your Honour’s hind con- 
■sideration under 5 heads, a perusal ot jwhicL would have revealed the true condition of my 
embarrassments. Though not insensible to the foet that its^ decision would require time, I 
have full hopes that it would be vouchsafed early and favourable consideration at your 
Honour’s kind hands. 

Notwithstanding has to face daily new calamities in that my rayats are beaten and 
harraessd by the Sarara Zilla ; che Thikana’s share of the produce is seized ; the cultivators and 
their live-stock have allegether been deprived of their means of subsistence ; Jagirdars 
owning subordination to me have become so mutinous and refractory as to carry awav 
fearlessly the grain produce being the revenue of my villages and the Tehsil Mehturi, against 
all precedent, deals directly with them which serv es additional spurs their insubordination. 

It in a rule that when a superior oppresses his subordinate, the latter appeals to the higher 
authorities and so long as the points in dispute remain sui judice, arrangements are favoured 
x&itov'in^ thQ status t^uo ante. But nay Thikana appears to be highly unluckly in being 
hitherto deprived of this privilege in as mu^ch as the Dhonses have not been withdrawn . 
the Jaisamand Run has been annexed into the Khalsa; though irrigation has been prohibited 
yet now-a-diys tae water-tis ii forcibly re,.overel by harrassing the Zamindars; the revenues 
of the villages of Orwaria, Deoli, Heekawara nnd Khummanpura have been attached; the re- 
bellious J agirdars have been taking oS by sheer dacoity the bhog of Amalwd Namla Boraj, Baran 
Sutaria, Jaipura and divers other stray pieces of land, nay, these have even been omboldeued 
to go the lengi h of remainiu g a piisoner by breking open tbe jail and tben to raid and plunde j 
the Thana of Ganitd and, lastly the Thikana Asamis, are, in contravention of old procedure 
summoned directly which have now created a state of perfect helplessness in my Thikana. 

Moreover, a new diHiculty has of late, cropped np seeing that now-a-days tie Mahkma Khas 
without vouchsafing any reasons for ks strange conduct refuses to receive the papers submitted 
to it, as replies or communications, on behalf of the Thikana. This besides exposing the 
Thikana ,to a severe loss, is likely to be constructed into non-compliance with state’s orders. 
Thereupon these papers were forwarded in original to the Resident, Mewar, But unfortunately 
for the Thikana, tnis upright and just officer also returned them and expressing his inability 
to take any steps in the matter, ordered me to move the Mahkma Khas when both the 
Mahkma Khas and the Residency do not vouchsafe due attention to my representations whom else 
should I pray ? Under the circumstances, my critical condition and the sympathies of the 
Mahkma Khas and the Residency with my troubles deserve Your Honours consideration. 

Shri Darbar being my Master and Liege-lord, I have tried all legible means to secure 
His Highness’ good will and mercy and am still doing so. I cherish no ill-will, inasmuch 
as I seek redress only in matters affecting my livelihood and hereditory dignity J’ut 
unfortunately, no relief has come as yet. Thus I am compelled to trouble Your Honour 
with repeated reques that I may be soon favoured with your far-famed justice as my troubles 
have now become practically unbearable. 

Trusting this will find you in the enjoyment of good health. 
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No. 2759, dated Rajputana Agency Office, Abu, the 20th July 1910. 


Endorsed by the First Assistant to the Ageut to the Governor-General, Rijputxaa 




forwarded to the Eesident, Jlewar, in contin nation of the correspondence 
„ . , „ n ending wkh this office No. 267-i’., dated 

Seiial No. 9. , ri-i n 

I elter dafed tke 3rd July 1910, from tlis oth July j.yiU. 
awat of Salumbar (Serial No. 7 ). 
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Loiter No. 1, doted Salninbnr Mewar, llio 2Dth .Tnl^r 1010, 

From — 'Iaovat Okar SiNon of Sjilambnr, Mew.ir, 

To— Tho Agent to the Governor-General, Rnjrnlann. 

Inviting Your Honour’s kind reference to mjr letter dated llic 1st .Time 1910, regarding 
the assault made by Padam Singh etc., refractory .I.agirdara of this Ti'ikain, on the Thikina 
Sipahis stationed at Thana Gamra, the arrest of one Chokhla accused and the I.ittcv's relca e 
through sheer force by the said Jagirdara from tlie Thana Jail, aecornp.inied nith rohl ers 
by dacoity, of the Thikana money and the belongings of tl.e raid sijahis by tlusc Sirdais, 
etc, etc, rospeetfully beg to submit the following new occurrences for Your llnnnnr’s 
*nfoi'mation and proper arrangements. 

2. Through my letter No. 500, dated tho 29th Mry 1910, I had infor.ocd tlic Ilajcdin 
Mahkn>a Khas of the disturbance of the public peace which this serious coenrrence had 
created. But apart from vouchsafing a S 3 -mpathetic consideration, tlie .said Mnhknia did 
not even accept the above letter on the ground that the Thikana was not rntifh'd to write 
wordings like “Jail” fJail) and "Thana” (outpost) Thereupon tho .slid Mahkrna 
was again approached, through letter No. 004, il.ited the 2Ut June 1910, with tiie pr.aver 
that the Thikaua had used only those wordings which had been in vogue since anrieiit times. 
Nevertheless this too was rejected. Eventually- it w.is forwarded to the Ile.sid.'ncy, .Mewar. 
Under these circumstances, I beg Your Honour to judge how I am to change tlie“e 
wordings. 

3. Instead of helping tho Thikana to bring some thi.s charge of dacoity and n'o.iult to 
the criminals and to mete out proper punishm-uts to these mutinous bird.irs, the M.igra 
Zilla, on the other hand, concocted a now version of the ea'c. In other words, these persons 
who were appointed by tho Thikaua at Thana Gnmra for capturing Chokbl i, an accused, — 
who was accordingly arrested by them — are alleged by Girdiwar Laxmi Naniri to be crimiinl'. 
charged with robbing the house of Padam Siugh, one of tho reftaclory Sirdars, of all it.- 
moveable property and are cousequemly required to he handed over to the said Gird mar. It 
is a pity that when the Thikana snbm-ts petitions to the Mahkma Khas thc.se are not only 
rejected but are made by- the Magra ofTiuials, ng.iinst past practice and precedent, tho Occasion^ 
of attaching quite an undue importance up m the f.ilse and frivolous claims of these refractory 
Jagirdars and thus unduly emboldening them in their defiance. 

4. These irregular proceedings, while investing the rcfr.ictory movements of these 
Sirdars with an undue prominence in tho uncduc.ifed eyes of the public, injuriously affect the 
status of the Thikana in matters relating to its administration and go to impaire (he strong 
hold which it must exercise upon the convictioos of the rayats. 

5. Therefore, in oonclnslon, I humbly beg Your Honour to bestow due consideration 
upon these representations and favour me with a sympathetic reply, for which kindness I 
shall feel highly thankfuL 

Trusting this will find Your Honour in the enjoyment of sound health.. 


10 


No. 


G08— P.-O 
382 


dated Rajputana Agency Camp, the 9th August 1910. 


Endorsed by the First Assistant to the Agent to the Governor-General, Eajpntana. 

Forwarded to the Resident, Mewar, in continuation of tho correspondence 


Serial Nn. 8. 

Lettei dated the 29t'. July 1910, from the 
Eawat of Salumhar (Serial' No. 9,V 


ending witli this office endorsement 
Ro. 2/69 of 2Cth July 1910 for favour of 
report nith report ou previous petitions. 
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No 13, dated Salam'b.ir, Mewar, tlie 7tli Ocboter 1910. 

Ptom— E awat Onab Singh of Salnm'bar, 

To — Tbe Agent to tho Governor- General, Rajputana. ' 

Not long ago, 1 bad submitted tbe main points of my case by way of inviting Your Hononr^s 
reconsideration of tbe findings of tbe Eesidenoy and tbe Mewar State into my case. A perusal 
of tbe above would have revealed to Your Honour tbe fact that my claims and objectionB 
have been treated with scant iu'tiee.- Now my hopes of getting full justice rests upon Your 
Honour alone, since, from the day of tbe institution of ray plaint not only all my original 
grievances continue unredressed but each day brings new calamities which are ruining my 
Thikana. I am at a loss to know what fault I have committed which goes to account for 
my being wholly deprived of any sympathy whatsoever in my trouble-some harrassments 
As a matter of fact, I had sought redress only in matters relating to my ancient status 
and dignity and in this also, relying upon the largeheavted-liberality and kindness of the State, 
so very kindly promised to the Thikana by the Residency, I had made great sacrifice by waiving 
ah ancient and most cherished privilege of the Thikana. But unfortunately for the Thikana, no 
relief has come from the State. The Residency also has shown no sj mpathy in the Thikana 
tioubles; nay, its findings in the Salumbar case deprive me of my cherished possessions 
and rights, one after another, which has totally crippled the Thikana revenues, so much so 
that now my employes are severing their long established connections from the Thikana for 
want of maintenance. 

The following detailed account of my troubles will speak for itself. 

(}) The Run (alluvial soil) of Jaisamand Lake, which has for centuries belonged to 
Salumbar villages and which, though at first was ordered to be decided by the 
Boundary Settlement 0 £Ecer, has been wholly ordered to be annexed to the State 
Khalsa. This causes the Thikana a loss of the revenues of 15 villages. 

(2) The villages of .Namli, S^thpur, Robd, Kherfit, 'Karorjfi situate beyond the Escape 

Channel (Oota) have been depopulated on account of pro hibiting them from 
using the channel water. 

(3) Formerly the State had claimed that tbe Thikana is entitled to no judicial powers 

whatsoever. But this assertion was over-ruled by Mr. C. H. A. Hill, late 
Resident, Meywar. Nevertheless, the continuance of Dhonses, the passing 
of fresh orders by tbe State officials in persuance of its former allegations 
and the contrivance of diverse other encroachmonts are a few of the many 
disabilities the Thikana is at present solely labouring under. 

(4) The payment of customs and salt oompeusations, which comes to a large amount 

has been suspended, 

(5) Fresh encroachments have been made by the State in the following SSsnik villages 

viz., Todd, Sarid, Adkalid, Sespur, Samoria, Dhairi, Nakhli, Kirakrd and 
Bhatward, etc., and Pdlpdra, which have ever continued in the possession of 
Salumbar from tbe very day of its foundation. Besides these, those villages 
in which the Brahmins own some houses, are also subjected to unwarranted 
encroachments. 

(6) New disputes being set up, the revenue of a good many villages is seized as, for 

instance, in the villages of Deoli, Hikawdrd, Khnmmaopura, Orwaria etc. 

No consideration is paid to the unbroken possession and other pertinent evidence, 

adduced on behalf of the Thikana, in the shape of old correspondence ; nay 

even new communications are not accepted. 

« 

(7) A permanent relay of Dhonses has been imposed upon the Thikana in the shape 

•of 10 foot and sowars, which in itself tells a heavy harden upon the Thikana. 

' (8) When the attendance of a party belonging to Salumbar Putta was required by the 
Diwani and Faujdari courts, the same was always summoned by writing to the 
Thikana. Whereas this time-honoured rule has now been replaced by the practice 
of forcibly arresting tbe Thikana assamis through Sarfirfi and Mehturi people. 



43 


Serial No, 11 ] Grievances of the R^wat of Salamttar against Mowar. 


(9) Jagiidars owning subordination to tbo Tbikana Lave turned refractory and a:^c. 
encouraged in the same by Tebsil Mebtnri and Sarfina Zilla. Emboldened with 
this, in addition to the Jagirs already held by them, they have seized a good 
many of the Tbikana villages, viz., xVraalwa, Jaipnra, Sutbaria, Niirnla, Bbanor, 
Baran, eto. Under escort of the Mebtnri sowars and foot, they carry away 
the revenues of these villages. Moreover, lengthening the boundaries of sevcnal 
villages, they have thereby usurped muoh of the Thikana lands. Neither do they 
serve the Tbikana, nor ob -y its orders. Furthermore, they reject the Tbikana 
orders and wilfully prevent the arrest of criminals. If an a*arni, involved in 
some offence, is brought in the Tbikana, they forcibly set him free by breaking 
open the jiil and become prepared for encounter if chocked. Moreover, they 
even go the length of putting in confinement the assrimi of the Thikina villages 
and subject them to severe beating The connivance of the tchsil Mehtnri 
and Sarard lies at the root of all these excesses For when the a^sarrJes of their 
villages are dealt with directly, wh»t regird can they hive for the Tbikana 
authority? This is why other Jagidars find a ready ioducement to rebellion in 
their bid example and c ire nothing for the Thikiua orilors. Thus the party is 
gaining fresh strength daily and the intrinqiiility and insubordination occisionel 
thereby can be better imagined than desoribed. 

Compelled by these painful circumstinces I lud sent my Motrais to wait upon Vonr 
Honour at Ajmer. But, unfortunately, they were not favonrcl with tho chance of reliting 
to Your Honour their tile of woe. On the other hand, they w’erc verbally ordered by Your 
Honour’s oiBcs to the effect that, until the lleoidenoy report was not received, all future 
representations were to no purpo-e. Therefore I beg humbly to sub nit that from a perns il of 
my case, it would appear tbit in contra liction with tiij findings of the IlcsIJoncy, proninnced 
to the Tbikana, the Stito has issued an order No. 2100, dated Dtb August 1919, and is 
already carrying it into effect, which is a ruinous measure. Tao objection agiinst the decisions 
of thela.ta Resident Mewar, Mr. Hill, which 1 entertiiaed have boon brought to your Honour’s 
notice in my Kbarita No. 13 of 13th June 190S, which your Honour was pleased to forw.ard 
to the Residency for consideration. But the only relief favoures to tbo Tuikana by State was 
(jbat which I have pointed out in my reference to the State’s order No. -ZtiOO. In other words it 
giyes the Tbikana a loss of H50,0.)0 a year. And when these orders are being enforced, Your 
Honour can judge, to what miserable strait I and my Tbikana will be reduced to. To ascertain 
the trnthfulnes or otherwise of my above statments I request Tour Honour to send some respon* 
sible person to enquire into my present affairs. I have full hopes that your Honour 
will do justice unto mf case. But every day which passes impairs and timlermines the integrity 
of the Thikina. Tuns how long should I exercise patience, Shrl Darbar is my Master and 
Liege-lord and to carry out bis orders is my dutiful obligation. But I seek redress only in 
matters concerning my status and livelihood. And it regrets mo to re jnest tb it no redress 
has been vouchsafed, as yet. Your Honour is the highest authority in Rajputana and is famed 
far and wide for even-handed jnstice. Therefore, whatever ju-tioo is to be done in my case it 
should be vouchsafed early. Also orders should bo issued for the offeotive obeoking of all futum 
troubles, which alone can save thiij Thikana from inevitable ruin. Apologising for the trouble. 


12 

No. 14, dated Udaipur, tho Slh November 1910. 

From — R awat Onab SiKQH of Salumbar, 

To The Hoxooeable Me. N. Q. Colvin, C.S.I., Agent to tho Governor General in Rajpatana, Ajmer. 

(Af.cr the usual Compliments.) 

A perusal of the main point of my ease submitted to Your Honour some time ago must 
have revealed to Y'our Honour the true nature of my grievances, which I sincerely hope, will 
be redressed by Your Honour in tbe near future. But, uufoitunataly, tbeie are daily iucreas- 
ing and nothing has been done for their prevention. To represent these to your Honour 
I bad deputed my Motimids to Your Honour during tbela-t tour at Ajmer. As these were 
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not favoured with an opportunity' to subjait my grievanjes for Your Honour’s consideration 
I had communicated the same to Your Honour in my Kharita No. 13, dated the 7th Octo- 
ber 1910. Bat now 1 have come to know from heresay thit Your Hmojr is going away 
from Rajputina, which has oeoasioned me unspeaiiable loss seeing thit I am to bs deprived 
of Your Honour’s justice. As this is likely to form highly injurious to the interests of my 
Thikana, I have again deputed my representatives to wait upon Your Honour who wdl relate 
to Your Honour at length, the new grievances the 'Ihikana is labouring uadef, hoping from 
your kiadheartedness, that after hearing the same, steps should be taken for the removal of 
my troubles. 

13 

Telegram Sated the 8th October 1910. 

From — Raoji of Salumbar, - - 

To — The Agent to the Govamor-Geneial, Abu. 

Jagirdar Kishen Singh of Isarwas in Salumbar Patta is rebelieous on Asoj Sudi let 
Samhat 19fi7 he is taking assistance of Laxmi Lai Ahelkar Magra Zi 11a and his attendants 
and that of Davi Cbibodia With a body of 3d mm attacked villages of Bunoela Saidadi and 
Bur of Salumbar Patti and ‘arrested nine Zemindars without any cause and also without 
letting them know reason of arrest the men treated l^lly were kept in KhoJas whole night 
and were taken to Sarada thus such assistance given to rebellious Jagirdars by Ahelkats 
of Sarada always weakens the management of the Patta and ruins people. Therefore yon will 
kindly advise Resident Mewar to interfere in the matter and will arrange to relieve men. 
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No. 11-C., dated Gamp, the 20th October 1910. 


‘Endorsed by the First Assistant to the 
Seiial No. 10. 

Te’egrara datad the 8th October 1910, from 
jtha Pvao of Salumbar (Serial So. 13;. 


Agent to the Governor-General, Rajputana. 

Forwarded to 'the Resident, Mewar, 
in continuation of correspondence endin o’ 
with this oflSce endorsement No. 60S- P° 
dated the 9 th .lugust 1910. ' 
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No. 12, dated Salumbar, the 6th October 1910. 

Fiom~KAWAT OwAE .Singh of Salumbar, 

To — The Hon ble Mi% E. Q Golvin, C.S.I., I C.S., Agent to the Governor-General in Rajpnta e 
M ount Abu. 

[After the 'imial compliments.') 

A report of the Tehsildar of Salumbar, dated Asoj Sail 2nd, Sambat 1967 (6th October 

1910), stating that yesterday evening Lachmi Lall Khdbia, a Sara ra official, with a party of 

3 or 4 sowars and foot, came to che village of Isarwas ; that they are forming a juactioni with the 
Jagirdar of Isarwas and some of his employes, all armed cap d-pie and numbering about 20 or 25 
the partly proceeded to the villages of Banora, Rat and Sedri and arrested Dangi Jaga Dhauawak 
Gotma Kikawat, Gangji Kikawat, Kachria Dhanawat, Baki Uarjia of Sedtt, Jagji Patel of 
Banora, Patel Shivji, Amria, Damar Velia and Punji oson of i?*;-, iu all, 9 assamis; that 
after pinioning these, they brought them to village Isarwas beating them all along the way 

in the porch of the Jagirdar's house and there put them in stocks; th it the party wis then 

leaving Isarwas with those assamis which had caused such a harrassment to the people of 
those 3 villages that they were preparing to desert the villages and that therefore proper arram^e- 
ments should be made, etc., etc., being read, it is requested that great intranquility prevails 
owing to the'organized refractoriness of my suboidjnate Jagirdars, who are acquiring increasing 
gtrength. from the constant encouragement they receive. The Residency has been approached 
on occasions, more than one, with the prayer that the Magra officials should be ordered to 
refrain thems-lves from helping or associating even with this rebellious party. 1 havea'sq 
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brouo-hfc this matter to Your Honour’s notice through my lotiers No, CO, itcd Jcth Badi 8th, 
and No. 68, dated Asad Badi 10th, Sambat laCC and No. 1, dated Saw.m Badi 8, S.imhat 
1967, requesting Your Honour to invite the Residency’s kind attention thcronnto and I hope 
that'proper instructions have been issued from Your Honour's ofHee. But, nnfortanatcly, 
these liave failed to carry due weight with the Magra Zilla, which entails a heavy loss npon 
the Thikana, inasmuch, as, this party, enconnaged overtly hy tlie M.igra officials, rarrie* 
away the Thikana revenues, liberates prisoners from tlic .T.iils and arrests whomsoever it 
likes. For the last five years or so, they have omitted altogether to discharge their dufifnl 
obligations of service, etc., towards the Thikana, aiming thereby to weaken the Thikana 
authority, so much so that, inoreasing as it da >s, day hy day in numbers, it may grow 
at last, so formidable as to make its suppression by Salumbar an impns'.ibility. Therefore, 
I would respectfully give Your Honour the trouble to ask the Resident, Mewar, to take- 
proper steps in the matter, prohibiting the Magra officials from siding with them or encour- 
aging them in their refactoriness, for which kindness I shall feel highly thankful. 


16 

No. 309, dated Udaipur, the let December lOlO. 

Endortodhy tho Itosldont in Mtirnr. 

Returned, with report appended, to the First Assist.mt to the Ilon’hlc the Agent to the- 
Serial No. 6. Governor-General, Rajput-ma, with leferenco to 

Letter No. 6ft, dated 10th May 1910, from his endorsement No. 20C-P., dated lith June- 
Eawat Onar .^lingh of Salumbar. 1910. 

hetter No, 58, dated 10th May 1910, from Bateat Onar Sinyh of Salumler, to the JTon'}jle the Jyent to 
the Govern r-Gcneral in Jiajpuiana, Mount ^bu. 

The Eawat of Salumbar had already complained to the Purhar, before the above htter 
was written to the Agent to the Governor-General, about the alleged mi^condnet of his sob- 
Ordinate Jagirdars. Salumbar was-told, in reply, to submit a li.st of the names of the subordi- 
nate ' Jagirdars against whom complaints were alleged, together with detrils of their mi=,. 
condnut, in order thit an inquiry might be mide into the matter. This Salumbar has 
failed to do. It is therefore clear, the Darbar think, that the allegations are unfounded. 

The subordinate Jagirdars, on their part, have been cnmplaininir about the conduct of 
of Salumbar towards them. They have sent petitions to the Agent to the Governor-General 
the Resident, and elsewhere,. Salumbar was told to send a bhata admi or representative 
to furnish replies to the alleged grievances of his Jagirdars. This Salumbar has failed to do. 
The letter under report to the Agent to the Govrnor-Goneral is nothing but “ peshbandi-” on 
Salumbar’s part. 

It is quite true that the subordinate Jagirdars apply to the Mehturi Tehsil stating their ■ 
grievances against Salumbar, and seek to obtain justice there. The Mehturi Tehsil is one of 
the State courts, and no blame can properly be attached to the Jagirdars for raakihe appli- 
cations there. They have also constantly sent complaints to the Agent to the Governor- 
General, the Resident, etc. 

Salumbar requests that a proclamation be published prohibiting any one from giving 
shelter or support to the subordinate, Jagirdars about whom he complains. But such a pro- 
clamation could be issued only if the Jagirdare’-guilt were established. They are not dikaits 
or outlaws, but on the contrary they go to Salumbar and other places where the Eawat 
of Salumbar happens to be, in order to pay their respects to him, at the D.asebna and on other 
occasions, Salumbar wishes to have them treated as outlaws merely because they have 
complained against him. 

The Durbar sfeite that the Rawat of Salnmh.ar has started the new and reprehensible 
practice of putting into prison .anyone of his layats who has ventured to go to the State author’- 
ties with a complaint against Salumbar. 

The following case, which is reg.arded by the Dnrhar as typical if the way things, now- 
go on in the Salumbar estate, has come to notice. One Dhula, of Harmatia a Salnmh-r 
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asked to produce this D hula bef or the Court, but did not do so, and instead took El, 4-00 
from Dhula in consideration of concealing his presence in his village and reporting him as an 
-absentee from the village. When this became known Salumbar was told to send a hhala admi 
or representative to explain the matter. This he did not do. Meanwhile, the Hakim of the 
Migra District had managed to get hold of Dhula in another case and elicited all the facts 
from him. When Dhula got back to his village he was put into prison by Salumbar for 
having told the State authorities about the matter, and he is still in prison. 


The 1st Decemher 1920. 


A. T. HOLMES. 

Resident, Meioav. 
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No. y72, dated Udaipur, let Decemher 1910. 


Endorsed by the Eeaident in Jlewar. 


E eturned, with report appended, to the Piist Assistant to the Hon'’ble the Agent to the 
-Serial No. 8. Governor-General, Eajputana, with reference to 

LetSer dated 2nd July 1910, from the Eawat his endorsement No. 2759, dated 29th July 
of Salubar. 1910. 

•Letter No. 68, dated the 2nd July 1910, from Ratoat Onar Sinoh 'f Salumbar, to the Son’ble the Agent to 

the Oovernor-General, Rajpuiana. 

In this letter is a summary or repetition of complaints which have appeared in former 
htteis and petitions, 

" The Darbar say that the complaints are so vague that they are unable to reply to them 
without being furnished with further details. For instance, Salumbar asserts that bis rayats 
are beaten and harassed by the Sarara Zilla, that the produce belonging to the Salumbar" estate 
is confiscated by the State authorities, and that the Salumbar cultivators and their cattle are 
deprived of their means of sustenance. The only reply the Darbar are able to give to such 
vague complaints is to say that they are unfounded. Had Salumbar given details the Darbar 
would have directed the _Hakim of the Magra Court to conduct an inquiry and report to the 


Darbar. 

Salumbar in this letter repeats again his complaints about his subordinate jaglrdars that 
they comit dakaitis, etc. Unless Salumbar is prepared to assist the Khal=a authorities in 
making a full inquiry into the matter the actual facts cannot be ascertained, as the subordi- 
nate jagirdars, on their part, make equally strong complaints about the harsh and improper 
treatment meted out to them by Salumbar. 

Salumbar states that the Tahsildar of Mehturi sends summonses direct to the rayats of 
the Salumbar Estate. Unless Salumbar gives the names of the persons who have been so 
summoned the Darbar cannot reply to tb's allegation. When anyone files a complaint in a 
State Court, if the defendant happens to belong to Salumbar, Salumbar is asked to produce 


the defendant, but he never does so. 

Salumbar says similarly that some of his subordinate jagirdars have been sent for direct 
bv the TaLsildar of Mehturi. The actual facts are that there were some cases in which States 
' other than Mewar, as well as Mewar it=elf, were concerned, and the prima facie papers in 
those cases were sent bv the Residency to the Mabkma K-has. The Mabkma Kbas sent them 
on to the Court of the Hakim of the Magra District for compliance. The persons concerned 
in those oases belonged to Salumbar, so the papers were sent to Salumbar by the Magra 
Court Salumbar did not summon the persons concerned, but returned the papers to the 
Mabkma Khas not to the Hakim of the Magra District, stating that the subordinate jagirdars 
would not produce the persons concerned, who belonged to their villages. The Mabkma Khas 
sent the papers again to the Magra Court, which this time sent for the suhordmrte jagirdars 
and asked tLm to produce the persons concerned. This the subordinate jagirdars did, and they 
further informed the Magra Court that they had never been asked by Salumbar to produce 
those persons. -SMumbar in this letter under report has made a general accusation that the 

subordinate^ jagirdars are sent for direct, but has concealed the fact that Salumbar had falsely 
charged the subordinate jagirdars with not producing persons whose presence was required m 

inter-Statal cases, 

8 A G Q Eaj. 
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Salambar alleges that water is not allowed to be taken from the Jaisamand lake for 
irrigation purposes, yet nevertheless “the water-tas is forcibly recovered by harassing th^ 
zamlndars. ” That allegation, th'e Darbar state, is entirely untrue. A water-rate is levied; 
onij' when water is taken for irrigation purposes, and as yet there has been no prohibition 
whatever against taking water from the lake for irrigation purposes when the people have* 
agreed to pry the water-rate. Some rayats of Salumbar have promised to pay water-rate 
and have irrigated their lands with water taken from the lake and have also paid the water- 
rate. 

S dumbar states that the revenues of the villages of Orwaria, Devli, Hikawara and 
Khumanpura have been attached by the State authorities. About Orwaria details have 
already been given in the repart on letter No. 62, dated the 11th June 1910 ; and about 
Hikawara and Khuminpura details have already been given in the report on letter No 60 
dated the 1st June 1910. i ’■ 

DevU.—Thts village does not belong to Salumbar. It belonged to the J^agirdar of. 
Kilianpur, who was subordinate to the Magra Court and independent of Salumbar. The 
Jagirdir of Kalianpar mortgaged his village Devli to the ancestors of one Gosain Hira Pari 

who used to live iu Salumbar. The mortgagees, being Sadhns, used to be away on their 
journeys for long periods at a time, and Salambar took advantage of that fact to acquire 
unlawful possession of the village Devli. Hira Puri has now filed a suit in the Court of the 
Hakim of the Migra District for the recovery of the village, and Salumbar has been asked to 
send a bhala admi or representative to the Court to conduct the defendant’s case The 
complaint about Devli, therefore, is also, according to the Darbar, a pitce of peshbandi 

Salumbar further states that the MahSma Khas does not accept papers submitted to it 
by Salumbar. On this point the Darbar reply is that only such papers are refused as contain, 
ennies which contravene established custom. i 

The 1st December 1920. - 

Eesideni, Metcar. - 

18 

No. 373, dated Udaipur, the 1st December 1910. 

Endoised by the Resident in Jlewar. 

Returned, with report appended, to the First Assistant to the Hon’ble the Ao-ent to the 

SeiialNo, 10 . Governor-General, Eajputana, with reference to 

Letter dated 29th July 1910. from the Rawat his endorsement No. OOf-'-P O '182 TT s .a 

oE Salumbar, • - - the 9th Aupst 1910. ’ ' , 

\ 

Leiler Aj. 1, dated the 29th July 1910, frnn Bawat Onar Singh of Salumhar. to the-JTon'hl. a . 

the Governor-General Sajpufana. -^Sent tc^ 

The complaints made in this letter have already been dealt with in the reports on th 
other letters written by Rawat Onar Singh to the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-G ! 

The Darbar further state that the rayats of S.alumbar are ajways complainino- a^a’ 
Salumbar. They go with their complaints to the Court of the Hakim of the Mao-ra 

and when they return to their homes Salumhar has them put into prison for bn,.;” 

. 1 . L If I iia\ing‘ venturea 

to complain. , ® , . 

The Isf December 1920. 

- Resident, Mewer. 
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Serial No. 4. 

Ropresentatiens Parte I, II, ill, IV and V 
Eu emitted by tie Raw.it of Salumbar lU regard to 
certain n.. tt i3 ir dispute between bim and the 
IltTar Darbar. 


No. 374, dated Udaipur, the lat December 1910, 

Endorsed by the Resident in Mewar. 

Returned, with report appended, to the First 
Assistant to the Hon’ble the. Agent to the 
Governor-General, Rajputana, with reference to 
his endorsement No. 131-P., dated the 21 st May 
i y io* * - '' 
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Jtemarks and opinion on Tart V of the Bejpreeentation from Raioat Onar Singh of Salumbar. 
Taragraphs 4 to 8 —1 would refer to my oioinion on Part I, sections 4 and 5. 

I do not think the Salumbar Estate and ts'nants have any right to, receive free irrigation 
from the Jaisamand. 


Nor have they any good claim to ownership of, or control over, the Escape Channel of the 
lake, which was built wholly by, and at the expense of, the Darbar. 


^ I do not consider that there is any real cause for the apprehensions expressed in para- 
graph 7. 

Taragraphs 9 to 14.— 1 have not discussed with the Mewar Darbar the fact? about the 
jagirdars, in subordination to Sahmbar, who are said by the latter to be refractory towards. 
Jim, This is one of the minor causes of friction which have been bred by the parent contro- 
ye.sy between the two protagonists. The minor State officials and the subordinate jagirdars 
no doubt do al\ they can to add fuel to the fire, being of the opinion that it is to their 
interest to do so. 

Tavagraph 15 to It, — ^These relate to questions the proper authority for settling whicd 
is the Boundary Settlement Officer, Mewar. 

Taragraph 18 to 22. —These relate to minor matters which could easily be settled by the 
Darbar and Salumbar if a better understanding existed between them. 

Salumbar makes out that he is trying to exercise nothing more than his t’me-honoured 
rights and_ privileges, while the Mewar Darbar assert that such are not really rights and 
privileges but unauthorised encroachments. So far as my experience with the Mewar Darbar 
has gone, I have found the Maharana always quite ready to acknowledge all rights of his 
jagirdars which are based on some proper authority granted by one of the Maharana’s 
ancestors or recognised by Mewar or Rajput custom. But, as is well known, during the 
period when the central authority in Mewar had been reduced to extreme weakness the 
feudatories usurped, without asking the Maharan's permissi-on, many rights and privileges 
which they could never have obtained had the central authority retained its original controlling 
power. In practically every dispute between the Darbar and the jagirdars which still remain.s 
unsettled one finds the jagirdar, with Rajput tenacity, asserting that some right or privilege 
which was really acquired in the manner stated above is an immemorial right or privilege of 
his house and as such should be acknowledged by the Darbar while the Maharana is no 
less stubborn in demanding the abr.igat'on of what he insists is an unauthorised encroachment 
on the right of the Darbar. 

It is evident from the second portion of paragraph 22 that Salumbar goes a long way 
towards claiming entire independence of the Darbar, though he does his best to wrap up his 
.real meaning in a cloud of verbiage. 

A. T. HOLME. 


The 1st December 1910, 

' ' ■ Resident in Mewar, 
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No. 65-P., dated Mount Abu, the 9th May 1911. 

From— The Hon’ble Me. E. G. Colvin, C.S.I., I.C.S., Agent to the Governor- 
General, Eajputana, 

rp^ qiiig Secretary to the Government of India in the Foreign Department. 


« * ^ ® ® . 

The Eawat has forwarded with this memorial four others of similar size and 

description, recrarding (i) judicial powers and jurisdiction, (ii) customs and 
sait compensation, (Hi) certain charitable and Muali villages, and (iv) certain 
miscellaneous lights and privileges. How far these grievances are based on 
substantial foundations I have not been able to ascertain but I propose to 
direct' the Resident to urge His Highness the Maharana to treat the Rawat 
With every consideration in disposing of these petitions, so far as that my 
Lnear to be just and proper. I trust that it may not be necessary to trouble 
the^ Government of India at all in connection with these four other memorials. 
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No. 3064-1. A., dstea Simla, tie 34tli Maj lOH. 

Prom— Wajoi S. B. P.4Ti-Ei!Soif, Assistant SecietarJ to tto Goveroment of India m tie Poimgn 

lo-'II.ft Ms. E. G. G.S.I., IC.S , Agent to the Goveraor-General in Esjputana. 

I am directed to aclfBOwledge the receipt of yonr letter No. 65-P., dated the 2th May 

1911, foiwardiDg a memorial from the Bawat 
Sflrial No. 20. Salumbar, in Mewar, claiming the entire - 

Bun land of the Jaisamand Late a« being inolnded in his Patta. 

» * * * *■.* . * . , * 

g # * Your further proposal to direct the Besident in Mewar to urge His 

Highness the Maharana to treat the Rawat with every consideration in disposing of'the four 
other memorials which he has enbmitted, so far as that advice may appear to be just and 
Proper, is approved. 
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No. 102*P., dated Monnt Abu, the 7th June 1911. 

From— >R E. Horniiro, Esq., I.C.S,, First Assistant to the Agent to the Governor- 
General in Kajpntana, 

To — The Resident, Mewar. 

» » « • » 

3, As regards the fotir other memorials of the Barrat I am to say that the 
question, of the action to be taken rvith reference to them will he discussed 
during the Agent to the Governor- General’s approaching visit to 'Udaipur. 


23 

Note. 


Salumbar. 

* * * i * 

Part V— 

(«) "Will he difficult to support if the claim to the Jaisamand Run lands- 
is thrown overboard. 

■(&) The Eawat should he supported by the Darhar in these matters, 

(c) Has the case been settled by the Boundary Officer ? 

{d) Of a general character. The settlement of this turms on settlement 
of Part II. '• 

E, G. COLVIN. 

The 23rd Jtlne 1920. 
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■ No, 44, datfd Udaipur, the l2tb February 1913. 

From— LrEUTEKKAT-CotoHEL J. L. Nate, Bosident, Mowar, 

To— TV. H. J. IViiKiysos, Esq., I.C.S., First Assistant to tbo Hon’blo tho Agent to tbo Govomor 
General, Eajpotaoa, 

"With reference to the correspondence regarding certain grievances alleged against the 
Mewar Darbar by the Rawat of Salumbar, ending with your letter No. 57-C., dated the S.ith 

January 1913, I have the honour to forward, for the consideration of the Hon'ble the Agent 

JO the Governor-General, a Kharita dated Magh Budi, 8 Sambat 1969 {T9th January 
1913), addressed to him by Rawat Onar Singb of Salumbar, bringing to his notice certain 
grievances, ashing for his assistance and requesting that the matters dealt with be brono-ht to 
the notice of the Government of India, 

2. A translation of the Kharita, wbicb is worded in a somewhat obscure manner is 
attsched. 
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Tianslation of Kharita No '9, dated Magh Badl 8 Sambat 1969. 

Ftotii — Kawat Okar Singh of Salumbar, 

To — The Hoa’blo the Agent to the Governor-General in Eajpntana. 

Begins mth zosual compliments. 

You are aware that since Sambat 196-1 I have been complaining against officials of the 
(Mewar) State, and that, owing to their interfeience in the management of the Thikana in 
regaid to certain pieces of productive lands, villages and other rights, mv pecnniaty 
oironmstances as well as my landed possessions have undergone much change. My unfoitn- 
nate condition causes me much anxiety for in spite of my having approached the Government 
of India, and Luitish officers having- taken my case into.their hands and consideration, my 
difficulties have not yet diminished but rather are increasing day by day, owing to which the 
Thikana is in a moribund state. Up to the present time 1 have entertained a hope that the 
Government of India would" show me consideration. It is inconceivable that the British 
Government would hold that ruination of a man of small means is a matter of no importance 
when weighed with the case of a rich man. No one believes that the decision of the nature 
of my fate is in the hands of the State and that I have no claim whatever to the sj’mpathv 
of the Government of India. Nor can I believe that British officers, having in times of 
pilamity interfered into my case, have limited the Thikanas as well as the State's^^ rights by 
issuing Sauads and Kharitas. Since British Government did not give my case their 
con- ill ration the State officials, for the past eleven or twelve years, have adopted this 
policy of harshness, and though I have done everything that I have been advised or that 
I could 'think of to promote friendly relations with the officials this hard treatment is not 
abated. From these circumstances you yourself can judge what must he the result of | l.icing 
t,he nature of the decision of my fate in the hands of the Raj officials when the Government 
of India do not sympathise with me. Now the Thikana is in much distress, and, in addition 
to those matters, which have formed the subject of applicttions to British officers, the State 
officials continue to pursue the same policy of repression. Thus making the excuse that the 
boundary is under dispute, the produce of villages, the boundaries of which are clearly defined 
and which have been the property and possession of the Thikana from ancient time, is being 
distrained by the Raj officials. The Hakim of the Magra Zilla also by instigating an^ 
assisting the subordinate jagirdars of the Thikana is causing, day by day, a state of misrule 
and disturbance in tbe Thikana. The officials of the State Court summon, in an illegal wav, 
assamis from the Thikana without informing me and treat them as they like. In addition 
to tbe changes which have occurred in the prosperity of the Thikana I consider my life to be in 
danger and ruin to stand me and the Thikana in the face since I have become hopeless to 
help being rendered to my estate. In these circumstances I have a sanguine hope that vou 
will give my case your careful consideration and do justice to my claims and trust yon will 
also kindly invite the attention of the Resident Sahib to the new difficulties which have arisen 
and which aie threatening the existence of the Thikana. I also earnestly implore you to bring 
these facts of my changed and unfortunate condition to the notice of the Government of India 
and ' recommend my case to their attention since you, who are administering the Province for 
the last seven or eight years, are, with your experience and insight, well acquainted with the 
details of my difficnlties. . ■ 

25 

M emorandum of Grievances. 

(1) The Thikana of Salambar has possess-’d and enjo^md from ancient tlme.q absolute 
jurisdiction in original Civil and Criminal disputes between parties belonging to Salami ar 
Thikana. But now, although patties may belong to Salumbar jurisdiction, they are summoned 
directly and their cases entertained. 

(•f) In questions of mixed jurisdiction cases were tried at the Sadar Courts in Udaipur, 
)but any lealizations of Nazrana, fines. Court-fees and Chowthan (compensation) as realized by 
and credited to the Thikana. But now the Tuikana is punished with Dbonses and mai e 
responsible for any- fine, etc., that may be awaided in such cases, which is an inconvenient 
burden upon the Thikana ; to say nothing of the harrassment of the subjects. 

(3) In criminal oases Salambar subjects attended State Courts along with a hhala aclmi 
(representativejjaf the Thikana, which are handed over to the representative after their siate- 
jnents were recorded. Now they are no more restored, but are kept in State custody. 

8 A G G Baj. 
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(4) Formeny in all caseSj Criminal or Civil, whenever the aitendanre of any party or 
Parties was rt-quiitd by the State Couits it was done through the Thikana by means of letters. 
"Whereas, now the Saraia Zilla and Tehsil Mthtuii ariett the asraniis quite indtpeiideut of 
the Thikana, without even informing it of the same 

(5) Though the Dhonse', the imposition of which was ever unjustified, have been with- 
drawn, undue and coercive stress is laid upon they jayment of their pay threatening the 
Thikana with the seizure of my villages in case of default. 

(Gj The Kun (alluvial soil} Jaisamand has belonged to the Thikana from ceUturies now 
and has been enjoyed as such. But, by and by, boundary disputes were set up, which 
resulted in an official announcement that the Boundary Settlement Department would decide 
these in the light of boundary disputes. In contravtution of this the whole Bun has- been 
declared to he belonging to the State, which ruins 15 of the Thikana villages and leaves only 
the huts of the cultivators. In all the Thikana is thereby pub to the annual loss of 
R20_000 (twenty thousand) nearly. 

(7) The following village^, viz., Namla, Boba, Klierar, Kharoria and Salbpur, si/uate 
behind the Jaisamand and enjoying riparian ownership over the Escape Channel {Oof a) havg. 
also been depopulated owing to its supply being stopped. The reason being that there are- 
no uclls, tanks, or any other riservoir save the lake water, carried through canals. 

(8) A few of the Thikana villages situate in the Bun Jaisamand have ever been irjigat. 

ing their lands by the lake water. But now these are totally stopped from doing so, nay 
leaving the question of irrigation aside even the cattle have been forbidden to drink therefrom. 
Owing to this the cultivators are in great trouble and would very soon emigrate and Irave- 
the village in ruin. They have got no reserve supply of water to fall back upon, both foi- ' 

drinking and irrigating purposes save the lake water. 

(9) All communications bearing on tbe Run question and submitted to the Mahkma 
Kbas are rejected summaiily. 

(10) In Zilla Chhappan, the BAoff (Thikana's share of the produce) of a good many 
villages of the Thikana is forcibly recovered by inducing fresh boundary disputes. To quote 
instances, the grain pioduce of Deoli Tank, Hikawara, Khnoimanpur.a, and Dholapana-ka-gorha 
was taken away by the Tehsildar of Bimina and no regard was paid to the Thikana 
representations showing its unbroken possession over these. 

(11) A boundary dispute having been set up between Orwaria Putta, Salumbar, and 
Kaduui Khalsa the Thikana submitted proofs in support of its proprietory rights over the 
debated areas, and was thereby made over its share of the produce. But in Sambat 1966 
the rabi crop was attiched wholesale, weighing nearly 2,500 maunds and the layats were 
put to a very heavy loss. Now even though security bonds proving to deposit the^even^e 
accrued therefore have been produced in the Settlement Office, the cultivators are not allowed 
to use the lind. Neither the case is being settled, nor there is any responsible officer to 
do BO. 

(12) A s'milar dispute has been set up in the villages of Kelai, and tbe seizure of its 
revenue is not far off. 

(13) A contour line has been drawn round Jaisamand, which further swamps most of 
the lands by increasing the height of the Oota. But higher areas, left untouched by both 
are also suffering from enoroachraents at the bands of the “ Tehsildar, KTehturi. ” 

(14) The payment of salt compensation has been suspended since Sambat 1957, which 
covers a big amount. 

This is contrary to procedure, credited to the Thikana’s so-called debt on account of 
Nazran a and fines, which is in itself unjust. 

(15) The same ca=e is with the customs compensation. 

(16) The following iaiftiT villages, ttJ., Toda, Serai-Adb-alia, Sesppr^Samoi a, Bhawtt, 

AT Hi, Kc'-akra, and Bhaftcara have ever belonged to Salumbar jurisdiction. "Whereas the 
present policy is to replice Salumbar jnrisdict’oa by that of Sarara (Magra Zilla Centre). 
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(17) The villages of Intali Khera, Kholri, etc., are similarly subjected to Sarara interfer- 
€tice on the Himsy ground of there being a few houses of Erahmius in the said viUages, which 
are said to be iinder Khalsa jurisdiction. 

(IS) Similarly Lasaria jurisdiction is being eiilended over the Salumbar vil'age of Para, 
■which has continued in the possession of Salumbar for centuries now. 

' (19) In the recent census the Zillas Sarara and Chittor, having forcibly and against past 
precedents, numbered the houses, tilled .in the census schedules. This was an innovation upon 
and encroachments with the past censuses of Samhits 1937, 47, 57. 

(20) Of late the Mahkma Khas has made it a point to reject most of the official commu- 
nications of the Thikana by raising objections to the use of certain words which have been 
in vogue from olden times, such as Kacberi, Adalat, Zilla, Tehsil, Kotwali, Hakim Zilla, 

, Kacheri, Sarishta, Robakar, Tajwiz, Tabqiqat, Sadar, Kacberis, etc. And since no reason is 
shown for the above action it disLurb the otherwise peaceful course of the work, . 

(21) Comm unications received from the Mahkma Kbas sbow an unwarranted departure 
from tbe old practice of addressing tbe Thikana. When old papers are cited in support of the 
Thikana objection, no regard is paid to them. 

The Thikana is insulted in the matter of old etiquette. On tbe occasion of a death in tbe 
family, it is the custom of His Higbn3ss to pay a condolence vi«it at the Salumbar Haveli. 
Nay, on two occasions the present Highness has come to the Haveli. But when my mother 
died the condolenne visit honour was not favoured. Even in the late Matampursi question the 
Maharaj Kunwar was deputed and I had to put up with it. When I came to Udaipur along 
with the Maharaj Kanwar I requested for the Talwarbandi ceremony for full one year, but my 
intreaties were unheeded, although the custom was that I should leave Udaipur after going 
through the Talwarbandi ceremony, which was in no way less than an insult. 

- (23) In the Jagir villages of Kanwarji Tejsingbji and Man SinghjPs wives, officials have 
been appointed by the Sarara Zilla, who have begun to assess and collect the revenue and 
doing Civil and Criminal work. Moreover, the Mahkma Ehas has ordered the Thikana to 
convert the jagir into cash payment otherwise the same would be paid off from the State . 
exchequer and the ■villages in question confiscated. This is an out-an-out interference in the 
internal stairs in the Thikana, 

(24) From ancient times the Thikana is privileged to put on its insignia on ceremonial 
occasions. But now fresh objections are made to it. 

(25) Jagirdars on wing subordination to the Thikana are encouraged in their refractoriness 
by the Tahsd Mehturi and Sarara Zilla. Backed by this connivance these have, over and 
above their own jagirs, seized the Thikana villages of Amalwa, Sutaria, Jaipura, Narnia, 
Bhanor, Baran, etc., and carry off the Bhog of these villages. By encroaching upon the Khal- 
sa lands they have unduly increased the bounds of their own villages. They have ceased to 
serve the Thikana, nor obey its orders. Nor do they allow it to arrest criminals in their 
limits. And, in case, the Thikana arrests one he is forcibly liberated from the jail, and, if 
checked, they prepare for. assault. Nay, they even put into confinement the Thikana AsBamis 
and go to ihe length of imposing and realising fines from them, beating and otherwise tortur- 
ing those who do not comply with their wishes. The Isarwas Jagirdar, the leader of the rebel- 
lious party being dead the competing claimants to the J aglr have been turned rebels. The 
Sarara Zilla has appointed its own manager there, thus openly interfering in what was my 
heriditary right, the right of appointing a successor to my feudal J agirs by managing the 
jagir in the interest of the next successor till the appointment of the proper one. 

(26) In tbe neighbourhood of Salumbar there is a spot whith goes by the name of Baba 
Nawalgir’s Dhuni. To, this place the Magra Hakim pays occasional visits lasting for some 
days, apparently with the object of holding. holy communion with the saint, but in reality 
Salumbar siibjoets are induced to deal directly with the Khalsa Courts. The said Hakim has 
appointed an outpost there, and through the sentry in-charge the Thikana Assarais from the 
adjoining villages are summoned by Baba Nawalgir who subjects them to diverse harrassments. 
Papers bearing out ^e above are held by the Thikana. 

(27) Tue Udaipur Police is treating the Thikana villages of Kotra, etc, as if Salumbar 
was entitled to no judicial Jurisdiction at all. 
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(28) On occasions of marriages in His Highness’s family it is the cnstom that marriage, 
invitations to the Thikana are sent with one of the Paswans (officials who al.ways attend upon, 
His Highness), who is given a robe of honour according to his position. But now this has been, 
discontinued, and the money, equivalent to the said robe, is forcibly recovered from the Thikana 
under punishment with confiscation. 

(29) I am to serve for three months, during which period if His Highness leaves Udaipur 
I sleep at the palace. But now I am ordered to attend upon H is' Highness in camp against 
all precedent. 

(30: No attention is paid to the merits of the cases, in which the Thikana Assamis are 
involved. On the other hand, the Thikana is fined and held responsible for damages through 
judgments sent to it, which cover a big amount. This is against old precedure. 

(31) The Thikana owes the Tarmeshran treasury the sum of H102-2-0 as principal. This 
has been calculated and multiplied at compound interest, which amounts a large sum. 

(32) The Naib Hakim, Lasaiia, has caused the embankment of Kesar Sagar, an old tank . 
near Karawli village, to be pulled down, which, besides doing injury to the embankment, has 
deprived three villages of the Thikaaa of the benefits of irrigation. 

(83) The villagers of Mehturl killed the Dangi of Karawali. The Sarara authorities took 
no notice of the case. 

(34) Some -30 or 40 armed Zamindars of Salara, with the son of Kubeer Singh, attacked 
the bou^e of Hrringa Damar and killed him. The Sar.ira authorities are trying to weaken 
and explain away the Thikan I’s efforts in bringing the guilt home to the guilty. Now it is 
clearly raaniCest in what way my subjects are put to ruin. 


Flora 
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Letter No. 35, dated 21tL April 1017. 
-ffATriT Onab SiN'On of S.dumbar. 


To -The Hos'di.e Sir ELiiior G. Colvin, K C.S I., Agent to tho Governor-General in Enjpntana, 
Meunt Abu. ’ 

I beg to remind you that when I paid my respects to you in' October last, and presented 
my Kbarita and note, aud also recounted my troubles before you, you bad been kind enough to 

console me and advised we to wait patiently. Accordingly I have been waiting till now 

and what other alternative is -open to me, but I regret no steps have yet been taken to 
mitigate my sufferings, and instead I am daily being subjected to new troubles. lYhen J 
am commanded to wait, it is but just and merciful to protect me against Qew troubles till an 
enquiry is made into my former plaints. 

I h-ave been duly bringing every matter into the notice of the Mabkma Khas "and the 
Resident bnt unfortunately no redress has been given to me-; and in the case of my appeal? 
against Boundary Sritlement cases I have received from the Resident the disappointin 
reply that he cannot interfere in these matter.s. 

Weary of the unbearable burden of my troubles I beg once more to trouble vou and 
bop? that you will give me shelter, for I am now incapable of bearing the weight w'hich 
every day grows he.ivier. Jly Thikana is rained, my lands and income ai'e not half what 
they were before, my people are deserting their homes and lands owing to the tyrann and 
cruelty of the Sai-ada Sowars and sepoys, my subordinate jagirdars have o-rown r f- 
and insubordinate because of the instigation and help of the Sarada Hakim and administ 
tion of the Thikana has on this account become a hopeless task. The sowars and se o - of 
Khalsa forcibly gather corn and realise rent^ from my farm, my ancient possessSs^and 
subject my people to innumerable cruelties. They meddle with my servants also, and quite 
recently one of my sepoys lost his life by the wilful aggressiveness pf one of the sowar- 
^ly ancient rights are rntllessly being trampled over, and I am quite helpless to defend my 
self. There is no exaggeration in this description, and it is incomprehensible why (Jovern- 
ment does not take pity on my state and intervene to give me justice. 

I bitterly deplore my evil fortune, when looking around I see that the British Govern 
^er.t which, in spite of bring paramount supreme in the land, does not in the least en- 
crea-.h on th- lights of the am i r t princes or j eofle ; which is always ready to defend the wLk 
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and helpless ag'ainsfc the tyranny of the strong ; whose courts and tribunals are open at all 
hours to listen to the poorest against the greatest and dispense impartial justicej even such 
an ideal Governrrent does not hold out a finger'to help me in my distress. 

From its advent in India to the present day Government has sacredly preserved in every 
particular the ancient possessions and dignity of all native princes. This admirable policy 
bas made the Government a cynosure of the world’s eyes, and is the cause of the deep affec- 
'tion existing between the Government and the princes. The ancient greatness of this 
Thikana, the proud and^ noble self-sacriBce of its founder, and the valuable services of its 
suhse.juent chiefs to the Mewar State are well known to history, and to you. It is therefore 
a pity to think why Goverumenf in accordance with its old policy does not turn its eyes 
towards this Thikana and seeing it every day falling lower down from its old pedestal yet 
refrains from helping it. 

Before the spiead of the British rule in India the princes of this land used to settle 
their feuds and disputes by the sword, but Government suppressed the sword and in its plaee 
reared up the standard of peace and security. It constituted itself an impartial arbiter 
between the princes and undertook to decide and settle their differences. In view of these 
facts it is inoomijrehensible why Government, in this instance, refrains from gaoj. 0 (j 

duty. _ ' ^ 

I consider Shri Daibar my earthly master, and in accordance with the noble example 
'of my ancestois I am proud and ready to obey him loyally in every paiticular. My cry 
is simply for the preservation of my hereditary possessions and dignity. 

I am not so presumptuous as to demand the Government to step in to help me mei ely 
because of my, outcry. ,My just and reasonable prayer is only that proper enquiries be made ' 
and a commission be appointed by the Government to investigate the matter and give me 
justice. 

The Afabkma Khas or any other department or official subserviant cannot judge my 
cause. ' The 'dispute lies bstween this Tnilraua and the State, of which such departments 
being paits are themselves viitually a paity to the dispute ; hence it is against both law and 
common sense to expect impartial justice frnm them. 

J[ resiiectfully beg to inform you that my condition is now truly critical, and unless 
Government turns its attention towards this Thikana what remains of it would also be soon 
mined. I and this Thikana have in the end sought your piotection, and I hope you will 
not refuse to help me, for ro help those who are helpless and seek shelter has been characteristic 
of all tiuly brave men and the British Government. 

I also pray that until steps are formally taken to investigate and judge my case some- 
thing may be done to protect this Thikana from future aggressions in the meantime. 

For this act of exceeding kindness I shall remain for ever deeply grateful. 

I beg to enclose a statement of my troubles that have arisen after the submission of my 
Kbai'ita and note and hope you will give it your kind attention. 


APPENDIX. 

1. Moza Xelai is my heiiditary village which has been in my possession for centuries. 
The Settlement Officer has without any cause created grounds for a dispute regarding this 
villarre iu his judgment in the case of Agbra Adwas. The Sarada Hakim seizing this 

opportunity sent his sowars and had , rents realised for the Kharif. I wrote to the Mahkma 
Khas but nothing was done, nor have I been told why such agressiveness is permitted. 
"When the sowars are asked to show a written authority of the Mahkma Khas or the Sarada 
they say that they have the Hakim’s verbal orders. In the Rabi also, only a few days’ ago 
my Sebna who was there was compelled to leave the village. I had given information of this 
by wire to you on the instant. The Sebna has nowbeen turned out and the sowars are collecting 
rents. How far such a proceeding is just and proper I submit to .your judgment and beg 
yon to kindly arrange to have the collected rents returned to me, 

jyioza Dantari also is my hereditary village, which has been given to the Charans. They 
died without an heir and left only two widows. No heir has yet been appointed and the 
matter is under consideration. Karnedan’s widow also died and Hamirdan’s widow was 
8 A~G G Baj. 
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not there, the Ziladar of Mewal reported that the widow’s property was being tampered with. 
Thereupon an Ahalkar was sent from here to look after the property. Bnt the Sarada 
Hakim sent his sowars there who called Bhowanidanji Charan who is a Jagirdar of the 
Stite, and tore off the chits that my Ahalkar had pnt on the property, and with the help of 
Bhawanidan and a servant named Panna had some of the property smuggled away. I wrote 
to the Mahkaia Khas, but instead of giving redress the Mahakma Khas wrote in reply that 
the village was a Jagir of the State and the Ahalkars of Salumhar should be called back. How 
far this proceeding is just I beg to submit to your judgment. 

3. On complaint being received from Dungarpur State against the lack of police arrange'- 
ments on the border, and in accordance W'ith the orders of the Resident and the wishes of 
Dungarpur this Thikana had placed a Thana at a suitable place in the village of Manpur. 
Since the matter had originated fiom Dungarpnr’s complaint and arrangement has been 
made according to their wishes the S.irada Hakim had no cause or right to interfere in the 
matter ; yet he instigated my Jagirdar of Isarwas who assaulted my men and routed them. 
Dungarpur had suggested a Thana at Manpur and a Chowki at Bhabrana Patta Bhadesar, 
but the Sarada Hakim maliciously suggested a Thana at Rathri and a Chowki at Panganna, 
both Patta Salumhar thus burdening the Thikana with increased expense. He also contrived 
to get such orders issued by the Mahkma Khas and I had to act accordingly. He has now, 
in spite of my sepoys being already there, cent his sowars to these posts who are molesting 
the people, and their agressiveness has even cost the life of one of my sepoys. I have repeat- 
edly requested the Mahkma Khas but the sowars have not been reoal'ed. 

4. My Jagirdar of Isarwas baa grown insubordinate and refractory owing to the help, 
and instigation of the Sarada Hakim. The Zemindars of Manpur had conrplained to me, 
against the Jagirdar’s oppre=sioa and an enquiry in the matter was ordered. But the Jagirdar 
in spite of repeated calls did not come to clear himself : he even returned my orders and 
letters with insolent replies and doubled his cruelties. In order to protect the Zemindars, 
and beep them from deserting Ithe village, I then placed some of my men in the village 
but the Sarada Hakim has sent his sow-.rs there and they and the Jagirdar’s men are together 
oppressing the poor people who are flying away. The Sarada Hakim has no authority thus 
to send his sowars to my villages and I have written to th,e Mahkma Khas about it-but no_ 
steps have yet been taken. 

5. The Boundary Settlement Department has been organised to do justice but the present 
native officer has done great harm to me by ex-parte proceedings. I have filed my appeals 
in the Mahkma Khas and submitted objections to you also through the Resident. The 
Mahkma Khas has, up to the present done nothing in the matter and the Settlement Officer has 
decided more cases u ithout my Motmid and in some cases he and the Sarada Hakim have 
actually forced and intimidated my assamis and Jagirdar to indicate the line according to their 
wishes. On receipt of these judgments I shall submit my appeals ; but if this procedure 
is continued very soon not half my lands will be left to me. I invite your kind attention 
to this and beg you to kindly intercede and stop further proceedings till the appeals are 
decided. 

6. Out of the salt compensation given to the State by the Government R725 fall to 

this Thikana’s share. Its payment has been stopped since Sambat 1957 and a sum of 
SlljGOO has accumulated to this Thikana’s credit. In spite of repeated requests this amount 
has not yet been paid and recently the Mahkma Khas has authorised a deduction of S8,527- 
11-3 out of it owing to uazrana and fines due from the Thikana’s Assamis, Such nazrana 
and fines have always been realised and kept here and are not sent to the State. The matter 
was referred to the State but without making any enquiries or examining my proofs and 
documents an arbitrary judgment was given. I protested against it but my papers were 
cot accepted. 1 then referred the case to the Resident and it remains yet undecided. Until 
the point is cleared such a deduction is highly improper and unjust. Now a further sum of 
SI, 252 British coin and Rl, 111-4-0 Udaipuri have been recovered from it on account of 
Ecttlement expenees. This amount has unjustly been imposed on Salumhar and I have filed 
my objections against this course bnt notice of these have been taken. In this connection 
my village Amarpura also has been confiscated and I beg to draw yor kind attention to the 
point. ' ' • 
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7. Moza Angni also is one of my hereditary villages -which has been given away in Jagir. 
There are hundreds of proofs to establish this fact, but the Sarada Hakim has declared it to 
he a Moza of Agar Deh Khalsa Pargana Lhasara and thus laid the foundations of a fresh 
dispute. I have -written about this to the Eesident also giving^ full details, and I pray you 
to kindly intercede with the Resident on my behalf otherwise I am afraid this village also, 
would be wrested out of my possession. 

8. I had verbally told you about my grievances about the annual chakri. This year 
also L have been to Udaipur ou the Dasehca occasion. I fell ill there and doctors recom- 
mended^ change of climate. I applied for permission to go but it was refused, and I had to 
remain there for more than the usual time before permission was given to return, j have 
now again received a letter from the Mahkma Khas calling me back to Udaipur, and I hope, 
you will kindly .take notice of it. 

/ 27 

• Letter Nn. 263, dated the 14th May 1D17. 

_ From— B. J. QnNor,' Ebq., I.C.S., First Assistant to the Agont to the Governor-General in 

Eajputana, / 

To— L ieutehant-Colonel J. L. Ka-se, I.A., Resident, Mewar. 

I am directed to forward, in continuation of this office endorsement No. 246-*^ of May 3rd, 
•Destioyed. 1917, a letter No. 35, dated 24th April 1917, 

from the Rawat of Salumbar, and to enouiro 
whether any new circumstances requiring the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-GeneraPe 
attention have arisen. 

28 

No. 44, dated the 31st May 1917. 

From— R awat Onar Sfitge of Salumhar, Mewar, 

To-The Hon’ble Sir Eelioi G. Colvih, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General, Rajputaua. 

■ I have from time to time been writing to you about my troubles and now beg to 
bring one more matter to your notice, and pray yon to do something to remove my tfouble for 
I am now in great distress. ' 

In the year 1905 Dungarpur State wrote to the Resident, Mewar, complaining against the 
Bhils of Manpur and Rudail Toluk Salumbar, Bhabrana Patta Bhadesar, and Loha^ar Patna 
Dhariavad and requested him to make suitable police arrangements. A copy of this was received 
here through the Mahkma Khas, and accordingly I placed a Thana at Manpur, in consider- 
ption of the notorious Pals of Manpur and Bndail, and advised the Mahkma Khas of it. 

It is known to you alrea.dy that my Jagirdarof Isarwas has grown insubordinate, and 
refractory owing to the instigation and help of the Sarada Hakim. Instead of due snbmis- 
sion he returns back even my proper orders with insolent answers. The Pals of Manpur and 
Bndail also are in the Isarwas Jagir, and this Jagirdar, at the instigation of the Hakim had 
routed my Thana from Manpur, and in the ease of the theft of cattle belonging to Kodar 
Singh, resident of Kanoria, the Sarada Hakim proposed to the Mahkma Khas to transfer the 
Thana to Rathre from Manpur. The Mahkma Khas wrote to Salumbar for compliance and. 
plthbugh Salumbar did not agree with the Hakim's views since Manpur was much suited for 
the establishment of Thana to watch the criminal tribes, while Rathre which consisted of only 
a few- huts, was a very inconvenient place, yet when the Mahkma Khas did not listen 
I had to place a Thana at Rathre. 

O-wing to non-establishment of chowkis along the whole border Dungarpur ao-ain 
moved for the establishment of the following choWkis— -Manpur, Devlan, Bhabrana, Karakla, 
Intalij Deopura, etc. But even then the Sarada Hakim out of his avowed antipathy for 
Salumbar saddled this Thikana with the whole burden and wrote to the Mahkma Khas 
that — ' . 

-1, “ Instead of Manpur and Deolan the Thana should be at Rathre since the place is 
close to the boundary line ; 

8i “ The Rajputs of Bhabrana are bold and sturdy people; hence the chowki should be 
placed at Pangamra Patta Salumbar instead of Bhabrana Patta Bhadesar." 
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The Jlahkma Khas sent a copv of the above report heie for compliance. But fiom the 
enclosed map of Mewar-Dungarpur boundary it would be clear to you that Hakim’e 
arguments are lame, and not in good faith, because — 

1. Alanpur owing to its proximity to the notorious Pals is exactly suited for the 

establishment of a police station ; 

2. Although Eathre is close to the line Devlan is closer still being very close to the 

ohowkis of Kanoria and Banwasa on the Dnngarpnr side, also it would have 
been very convenient to the police on either side; - 

8. On account of his personal bias the Hakim has left out Bhabarna with the excuse 
that the Eajputs there are bold and sturdy people ; but I beg yon to consider 
that— 

(t) It is quite close to the boundary line ; 

(ti) Offenders usually pass through it into Dungarpur territory, hence s 
chowki here is very necessary ; . 

(u't] If as the Hakim says the Rajputs of this place are able to check crimes 
why did not they do so till now, .and why has Doongarpur complained 
against it and proposed a chowki there. Besides, rayats however bold 
and sturdy they may be cannot do police work since they have neither 
the training nor the right to do it. 

4. Pangamra is ngither close to the Pals of Intali, Budail Lohagar, etc., nor do 

offenders pass through it ; hence a chowki there is useless and only calculated 
to burden Salumbar with unnessary expense. 

5. All the other places except Karakla being Khalsa, or in the Jagirs of Khalsa have 

conveniently been passed over ; but, truly speaking, cbowkis are very necessaryr 
there, for two chowkis of Salumbar on line extending over nearly 40 miles can 
not be expected to keep watch over the whole area. 

I pointed all this out to the Mahkma Khas, but against those of the Sarada Hakim my 
arguments were not listened to and I had to place a chowki at Pangamra also and bear 
unnecessary expenses. I beg to enclose a copy of the Dungarpur Diwan’s No. 1365 letter 
also to show that this arrangement is against the wishes of his State 'also. The enclosed copy ' 
of Thanadur Aspur's letter will also show that Dungarpur has 'no complaint against my 
chowkis, it is now complaining against the non-establishment of cbowkis in Mewar near 
the Pal of Intali, etc. 

In other matters, too, I have shown to yon the Sarada Hakim’s antipathy for Salumbar " 
and in this case, too, he had been making false reports against the Thibana to the Mahkma 
Khas. Now, in spite of my men being there he has sent his sowars and sepoys to Eathre and 
Pangamra with a view to rm'n one of my districts known as Magra, to encroach on my 
judicial rights and weaken my rule, and to ruin my people and saddle the Thikana with the 
burden of expenses. These sowars instead of doing any real work are cruelly oppressing my 
people and insulting my servants, details of which would appear from the enclosed statement. 
Besides these the Girdawar of Sarada had, unknown to Salumbar, arrested the Zemindars of 
Eathre and Pangamra and has extracted from them promise to pay all rents and revenue to 
Khalsa instead of the Jagirdars. This is bound to ruin the poor Jagirdars— Sarada is, besides 
contrivingtoannexsomemoreof my villages under the pretext of realising the expenses of 
maintaning bis sowars. Without the secret support of the Hakim th(se“ sowars dare not 
commit such violence openly in my villages. Their oppressions have gone so far that one of 
my sepoys has been killed at the chowki of Pangamra. I beg to assure you that my people and 
my servants are now incapable of bearing further troubles ; yet what can they do against these 
sowars? In some villages the Zemindars had fled away since they could not endure such 
cruelties, and my servants could with difficulty persuade the'm to return.' When my Ahalkars 

restrain these sowars from oppressing the people they become ready to fight. It is 
.iraim .o raw my men into a quarrel so that a charge may be built up against the 
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I have repeatedly written to the Mahkma Khas and requested the Resident also, hut 
unfortunately these sowars have not yet been recalled. If they are allowed to remain they 
would oppress my people and very soon many of my villages, e.g., Rathre, Pangamra, Jaitana, 
Amalwa, Jodhpura, Mulguda, Delvan Chote and Mote, Birwa Moti and Chote, Kachrya, 
Shatnpnra, Oogocha, Harmatya, Jingni, etc., shown in the map, would be utterly rained, and 
an unbearbly heavy loss of revenue would ensue. Mruy of these are in Jagirs, and the 
Jagirdar.s, too, would be reduced to beggary. 

One of my districts known as Mewal has already been ruined by the Hakim, and now 
he has turned his eyes towards the remaining two districts (IVIagra and Cnappan), "and when 
these are also ruined the destruction of Salumbar would be complete. 

When Salumbar takes full responsibility on itself aud bas made and undertakes to main- 
tain satisfactory police arrangements it is incomprehensible why these sowars should be kept 
there. 

]My Thikana has already been rained and my income reduced to less than half. These 
sowais have now received some more of ray^villagesj and in its fallen state the Thikana can 
ill afford to bear the heavy expense of maintaining these sowars for no purpose. 

I am bound to write first to the Mabkina Kbas, but when it does not give any eonsider- 
■ation to my proper requests I am obliged to appeal to you and the Resident. Naturally, one 
who is in great pain cannot sit quietly, he must think of a thousand means to miVigate his 
suffeiing, 1, too, am daily being subjected to new troubles, and when my wadings are 
not attended to I run to seek your refuge as the last resart. If this procedure 's improper 
the proper course may kindly be pointed out, so that I may act accordingly. If 1 have 
unwillingly committed an offence it may kindly be pointed out, so that I may try to make 
■ suitable atonement I am ready to obey you in every particular I do not cry against anyone, 
but only for preservation of my Thikana and established rights. 

I am now sore pressed and would have come myself to pay my respects, but illness has 
confined me to bed. As soon, however, as I get even a little better I shall come and relate 
my sufferings before you. In the meanwhile my people daily come and cry to me in distress 
for help, and their distress augments my bodily pain and sufferings, and I pray you to 

mercifully have these sowars removed from my villages and save my people from rum and 

distress and to take my other appeals also in band. My destiny is m your bands, and I am 
confident you will not refuse to give me succour, for which act of exceeding kindness I and 
my people will e\er bless you. 


Tran lation of tha Deongwpur Dewau’s letter No. 1236. 

In reply to your letter No. 418 of Magh Sud 6tb, 1873, asking our opinion whether it 
would be proper to place a Thana at Manpur and a Gbowld at Bbabrana to keep watch oyer 
the critrinaUribes in Mewar limits, etc., I have the honour to state that, after consultation 

with our Superintendent of Police also, I agree with you that it would really he well to h v 

polL stations at Manpur and Bbabrana. Besides these tvo places cbowkis at ICarakla and 
Meopura also would be very useful. 


^ jratifilatioB of Thanadav Aspui’ b letter. ^ ^ 

.r 1 i 1973 I have the honour to state that I am quite satisfied with 

nor was any report made-to th ^ <501 IRC and made laids 

1,1 -auHt- had committed offences under section e9i, i. . , , 

«nce the BhrlB ^ ^ j j,; j,,, ^.thorities to move to Mewar State to make 

m our territory, the matter w ^^^ complaint against Salumbar and 

LTr“;X”grrit, 

bar and our State. 

8 A 6 S Rfti 



St^\le,r,<;nl ihowtug the oppressions commitieil hy the sowars of Sarada on the subjects of the Salumbar Patta at Jlalire, Tangamra, and neighiouitng villages. 


68 


Serial No. 28 ] Grievances of the Rawat of Salumbar against Mewar. 









69 


Grievances of tlie Ra-wat of Salnmbar against Mewar. [Serial No. 28 


s 


'd 


'S 

ca 



o 





2 2 
g is 

g P.'S 
ffl P 
C - 

« ' S 

® s ^ 

So 

^ 2 

»r 5 ^ 

g:g “ 

O n3 

“ m s 
^2 ** 

^ tc§ 

'5 S-^ 

|gs 

d g o . 

cc« 2 ^ >> 

^ u c3 

S3 OJ TJ S 
<u oa ^ d 
pS es 

^ J s ^ 

S •tJ fe -Q 

« * g *s 

s -ia ® a« 
S® ei cj O 

-a 2 «*H 

■“ •** a 
c 'd 43 ^9 
d ‘S s ^ 

o « W 

'tOfS . 

•.3“| S 

l1 

« ^ <id 

S • .2 o 
S.O" " 

■3-» ° a 

« o" « 

sS a ” 

S O o CO 

^ -a w <a 

d 

w 


m O fl * 5 » 

d *i o a 
O dn S rt 

d3 OJ O 

2 pd g 

la o ® 

a ^ 5 

•^2 

o .a a ^ 

£ ^ ^ o 


.-.Sa a 

S ca a» 

a® as 
I •“ -a 

•d ^ 53 o 

O ^4 43 

§ p 

■a ^ .2 
. *i4 *,a 'to 

^.§3.2 

a"^ “ 

. rt 

M d .§ 

43 -fe »a 43 

«8 ® 43 S 

-a § -e -S „- 

d 3 ...4 d 


‘?na.’2 
tn a 'a 

Js 

rH -cJ d 

pa g 
5 *c 3 H 
g 

^ s « 

^ *-3 

en 9 «w 
d O O 
o 

l2'3 a . 

o §•- 
2.d «i 
^ 2 «d 

o a 

"fe O 'd 

o a 

43 2 

M a 

S'a^ 

do 

jS ^ a 

'O o ^ 

•g ,.-2 


j 43 <;5 .i 

-2 e3 'd o 

« t 4 O J 3 
^ 4 . 60 a 43 ,d 

*Sb >3 •§ *S a 
a d g ® w 

« & 2 O 43 

«»«'**&§ 
•1^ a ^ c 
fl o g a o 

o 43 ^ l-l « 
^ O ea 

uj -S ® 2 

° HSS I 

g 1 ,S © 

•s'S *« s s 

« 5 ® « -d 

^ c] 43 «3 ^ 


P4 

«a 

d 


> tfr»a 

»4 O 

a <5 .£? 

“ iM 
§^J 8 ‘ 

s Si" 

^ W 2 5* 

^ g ^ d* 

S g'o'S 

«4hOT a 

o 

«3 


a 

>4 

I 

60 

a 

a 

Ph 

SH 

o 

d 

d 

S 

§n 2 

S a 

S e= 

es o 
M o 
^ o 
•id 

1 .S 

as 

^ s- 

« o 


a *-' o 

O § S 

S JZ} 

s^s. 

-s .§- 

2 60 'S 
a a 
•a d a 
o 'd o 

^ g S 

^ 9 

•a Oro 

a «a ® 

> a.2 S 

0 ex-^ g 
“ § =. ° 

1 g S s 

•a ® fl 5 
^ ® & 
'd 5 > o 

n> « m 

-g >>“o. 
JS a m 
® e o o 

^ ei •a 5 

a.§ s-s 

aiS ^ 

W» 60 fT 3 

d •W a a 

^ 253 S 

Ph a ■ 


- • 

o u 
2 S 
a 01 

•§ “ 


•a 

a cl 
pfi< o 

,2 

5 .5 

6 


O it 

■** S? 

• 5 S. 2 S 

.g-f-® g 
S §-|<2 

o'” .5.24 

■M'S g )9 
.= S cS: 


S'*:; 0 * 2 . 
gp’ja S g 
cS ""S O 
— 'S 3 ° .2 

t. o **. .§ 9 

.4 'p a o 

22 g -3 .a O 

>9 P-S-S p 
a O ^ 
“ p .,^>2 

na d a jp o 
« ® ® S g 

o s ^ a 

u'O g,^.— 
^ d 13 2 ta 
a a g 5 ^ 

■gw a 9^2 

^■St§'§ ^ 


'O M d - 

.^’d .2 S to 
0.2 § 
p »- a o ,2 

2 ® »- 43 

43 p a aj jj 

rii-g 
I lif.sl 


® 9 — 

^ a 'd -g m* g 

•|a.3 §1 a 
§•8 g*=g SS 


.2 o 

to a g 

§ s-g 

P J?3 

I 5> 

•a a ® 

M rt 25 
— d 

12 “ 

a d 

ea ® .2 

> a Eo 

odd 
R > “ 

'a .* 2 ^ 

0 2 e 

43 o 

1 e*>s 

S a <» 

S o'g 

d o § 
'd s ^ 

a 4 S 2 


2-2 

^g>a 


n 

^ ^ «M 

O g O 
2 d .2 
|.H B 

»4 O 

d h’d 
® o © 
o ^ 

.9, >»■“ 

430 
.a :5 o 
M go 

B3.g«> 

S-ai 

w" g ® 

S '« 


ll», 800 of J 
hla house i 
proccsted 
We do all 

eg;: nS s 
bs cs 2 0 0 a 

s'® '^■sM'^ 
a Orfa «s 9 

S a -J 'a s a 

2. M’S "2 Om 

5 N P g 43 N 

'•a rS eS 
[rt 1 « 

^0 '4 

to 22 

0 «44 CJ 

:a 0 

P 

£ 

P 



u 


IS] 



o 


p 


C5 




60 


Serial No. 29 ] Grievances of the Rawat of Salamhnr against Mewar, 


29 

No. , dated Mount Abu^ the 15lh June 1917’ 

Endorsed by the First Assistant to the Agent to the Governor-General, Eaiputana. 

L.tior Ko. a. dated the siet May 1917. from Fonvarded to tlie llesident, Mewar, for 
KiTvat Ornr Singh of Salumbar in ilewar, with favOUr of 01161 TCpOrt- 
ciicks:.rc9. ..SeiiM Ko. 2S.) 


30 


Ko. 54, dited Mervar, the 30th June 1917. 

From — E atvat Osab Sikoh of Salumhar, 

To — The Ho.-;’eib Sie Eluot G. Coivix, K.C.I.E., Agent to_lhe Governor-General in Eajputanar 
Mount Ahn. 


In continuation of my last letter No. 44, dated the 31't May 1917, I beg to state that 
in spite of my repeated requests no steps are taken by the -Mabkma Khas to remove my 
trouble or to check the aggressiveness of the Sarada employes — my troubles are consequently 
daily increasing. 

recently Girdawar Eaghnnatb Singhji of Sarada took the zamindars of my villages (botb 
Kbolsa Jagir! in custody, and by force and intimidation extorted from them written pledges 
to pay all rents and revenue to Sarada in future. The Girdawar is stated to have told 
the zamindars that these pledges are obtained to meet the cost of mantaining the sowars of 
Sarada at Eatlire, and Pangamra. The list of villages from which such, pledges have been 
extorted is as follows : — ■ 


1. Jallara Khalsa. 

2 . Kyarda „ 

3. Dharokekar „ 

4. Sufarya „ 

5. Ifaunith Mahura „ 


ilazra Khandela. 


C, Eathre 

7. Pangamra. 

8. Garda 

9. Ghater 

10. Eolpnra 

11. Dhanda 

12. Ilnrmatya. 


in the Jagi of Til Devi Siughji. 

„ „ Daaimdo Piatab Singhjf- 

»» n >» »i 

„ „ Javan Singhji of Khera. 

l» if if it 

„ „ Amur Singhji of Pyra. 

„ „ Naik Ahmad Aliji. 


I beg to enclose herewith copies of the applications made to me by the Jagirdars, ai.S 
ramindars of these places deleneating the unjustifiable magnitude of this oppression. I bad 
in my last letter No. 44, already informed you that I have placed a sufiBcient number of men 
at these police outposts, and the Dungarpur police has no complaint against my arrangements . 
1 have besides taken ,on myself all responsibility to maintain satisfactory staff at these 
places. I cannot then understand why these sowars of Sarada are kept there any more 
1 have besides fully made known to the Mabkma Khas the many and unwarranted oppressions 
that these sowars are daily committing and proved to them that their preseuce is likely to- 
produce disasterous results for the Thikana and the people, but not even a reply has yet 
been vouchsafed. 


If you will kindly take the trouble to refer to my last letter you will find that my fears 
and presentments are fully borne out by these subsequent events. It is the patent aim of the 
Sarada authorities to run and lay waste my Magra zila, and nse all means to estrange my 
^agirdars from me, and thus drag down my Thikana to the lowest level. 

Several of my villages, e.^., Amaipura, Khumanpni a, Dantari, Kelai, etc., had already 
bisn annexed and now the revenue of e,o many more villages has been impounded. Now, I 
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beg you'to consider that if my villages are thus without any fault or cause wrested from me 
how shall J be hble to maintain myself and my servants. My daughter’s marriage is at 
hand and Ido not know how I shall be able to meet its heavy expenses. My Jagirdars too 
would be reduced to beggary and starvation by these unjust proceedings. 

I have repeatedly pointed \out that these sowars of sarada are kept in my villages 
without cause or necessity, and against the interest of the safety and weal of my villages. 
"When, therefore, it is unjustifiable to keep these sowars in my villages, how much unjust 
it is to burden the Thikana with the expenses of mantaining the evil, against the very 
presence of which the Thikana has so many grave and valid objections, and the way in which 
these expenses are being realised is apiece with the unconstitutional and cruel poh'cy with 
which all Salumbar’s afiaivs are now-a-days being treated. 

Even, if as the zemindars have been told these pledges have been extorted to recover 
the expenses of these sowars, the Mahkma Khas ought to have written to Salumhar giving 
full particulars, and demanded payment of a specified sum. If the demand had been just and 
Salnmbar had refused to comply with it, there would have been some justification for such 
drastic measures, but to the present day not a single letter has been received from the 
Mahkma Khas in this connection, nor has Salumbir been given opportunity to submit its 
objections against the recovery. I therefore beg you to consider if these' proceedings can be 
justified by any principle of ethics or equity. 

Out of my two principal Jagirdars, Isarwas and Khera, the I^arwas, Jagirdar has 
already been made refractory and disobedient. Attempts were made to turn the Jagirdar 
of Khera also from the path of duty and obedience, but the J agirdar did not succumb to the 
persuasions of Sarada whereupon the Sarada Hakim instigated the people of Salumbar'’B 
Muafi village Sespur to get up a boundary dispute with Khera. Surveyor Ali Hafizji who 
“was sent by the Boundary Settlement JJepai-tment declared a considerable area of Khera as 
impounded with a view to press the Jagirdar of Khera to yield. The Jagirdar had then 
applied to me in Sambat 1«)70, and its copy was duly sent to the Eesidcnt under my letter 
No. 12 of 1 7th April 19 U, and another copy is now enclosed for your perusal (enclosure A). 
It would afford to you an insight into the means adopted by -the Sarada Hakim to alienate 
my Jagirdars from me. Because the Jagirdar remained steadfast, another of his village 
has now been encroached upon to force him to yield to Sarada’s wishes. If this improper 
policy is not promitly checked my Jagirdars will per force yield some day. 

The Girdawar threatened to put the Jagirdar of Rathre in the stock, and mate him consent 
to serve with the sowars of Sarada, as would appear from his application (enclosure B) . 
Besides the said Girdawar pressed Naik Ahmadaliji, who has been appointed at the thana of 
Rathre to leave the thana and throw over his allegiance to Salnmbar as Isirwas had done. 
Naik Ahmadali’s application is enclosed in support of this statement. Since Naik Ahmadali 
did not yield the revenue of this Jagir village Harmatya also has been impounded. 

These proceedings are highly offensive to all acknowledged constitutional and moral 
principles and I hope you will give the question due amount of consideration. It is against 
- humanity also to snatch their livelihood away from these poor Jagirdars who have given 

no offence whatever. t • j 

I respectfully beg to state that I and my Jagirdars are helpless to defend ourselves 

aeainst the Khalsa’s servants and our condition is now truly pitiable. Shri Darbar is my 
Liege-lord and master and I do obey all his commands, but it is no offence to move for the 
preservation of my hereditary rights and possessions, and I very much regret to say that 
my wailino-s are not heeded. You are a kind and just officer and I pray yon to suggest to 
me a way 1:0 protect myself. lam daily being subjected to greater severity, yet I am 
patiently bearing every thing as you had directed me to do ; but my condition is daily growing 
more and more Wretched so I pray you to very kindly take my cases in hand soon and protect 
me. For this act of kindness I and my poor people will ever bless you gratefully. 

Application of the Patels and Paticari of Jallara. 

After the nsual compliments : 

•We beo- to say that the' Girdawar of Shri Ranaji has come to our village and has ordered 

us to write a pledge not to pay revenue to Salnmbar and pay it to Shn Rmaji henceforth. 

9 A G G Raj > 
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S:iice two days he has confined us in the Sarkari Kotri and is beating ns, and threatens to, 
send ns to Sarada if we do not write such pledge, and breaks onr skin, 

Sri Hazur is onr lord and master and should protect us, we cannot say any more. "We/ 
are your b.rn subjects, your are onr lord and we hope yoti -will protect us to-day. We shonld, 
receive help to-day because we are in great trouble. We are not allowed even to go and take^ 
onr food. We are your born subjects. 


Jpplication from Eyarda (Baina Bega), 

After the usual compliments : — 

The Girdawar of Sarada his made us write a pledge not to pay revenue to Salnmbar 
without the permission of Sarada. Ue has obtained such a pledge from us therefore necessaiy 
steps should bo taken otherwise he will give us great trouble. Yesterday he subjected us to. 
great trouble and extorted tiie pledge. 


AppUcaiton of the Zemindars of Baraionhar. 

After the usual compliments ;■ 

Ilaghunath Sinjjhji Girdawar of Sarada came and having arrested ns. gave us many trouble, 
and forcibly made us write a pledge that we will not pay revenue to ' Salumbar and had onr 
thumb impressions forcibly afiixed to it. Therefore we pray that we are in great distress and 
should soon be protected,. 

Gameti Savji's application from Sutarya, 

After the usual compliments:— 

Ilaghunath Singhji Girdawar of Sarada came to Tbuntb Mabura village and the soware 
and sepoys seized us and took us away there. There we were beaten and put to many troubles 
and made to write a pledge not to pay revenue to Salnmbar. We pray that necessary stepa. 
be taken in this matter. ’ ' ' 


Gameti of Thiinth Mahura’s application. 

After the usual compliments : — 

The Girdawar of Sarada came to our village and stayed there and barrassed os much 
and forcibly had gram, oil and ghi taken out of our homes. When our women protested they 
were beaten. All of us had run away and hid ourselves in the Magra but Kbemraj 
brought us back. Then we were seized and made to execute a pledge not to pay revenue 
to Salumbar. Necessary action should therefore be taken. The Sarada men would arrest 
and confine ns so we must be protected or we shall run' away. 


Application made iy the Patels and Patioari of Pungamra io Girdawar. Girdhari Singh. 

After the usual compliments 

We beg to say that Girdawar Ilaghunath Singhji of Bhorai arrested and took us 
away to Jaitana from Pangamra aud there placed us in custody and told us to write a pledge 
not to pay revenue to the Jagirdar. We refused to do so and were kept at Jaitana all the, • 
night. In the morning we were again called and told to write the pledge and we again refused. 
Then he made Dalla pull his ears and rise and sit, whereupon out of fear we wrote the pledge , 
to his dictation. We are now in great distress and pray for protection. 


Application of Patels Khemji, Bevji, Mafji and 

Girdawar. 


Lala of Garda to Girdhari Singhji 


to J 


After the usual compliments : — 

We beg to say that Girrdawar Ilaghunath Singhji of Bhorai arrested and took us away, 
aitana and there placel us under arrest and forced us to execute a pledge not to pay. 
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rents to the Jagirdar. We' refused to do so and were retained at Jaitana all the night. In 
the morning we were summoned and asked to write the pledge which we again refused. 
Then Khema was' made to pull his ears and sit and vise and out of fear we wrote the pledge 
as he bade us do. We are in trouble and should soon be helped. 


Javan Singhji, Jagirdar of Kkera’s ajiglicatton. 

After the usual compliments : — 

Girdawar Raghunath Singhji of Sarada arrested and assaulted the people of my vilb-re 
Gather on the Jeth Sudi 12th, and having placed them in custody extorted from them a 
pledge not to pay revenue to me. This is an unjust proceeding and necessary steps may be 
taken. The revenue of my village is H 1,000. The Sarada people will oppress me, I must 
soon be protected. 

Application of Savpa garda and Zamindart of Dolpura. 

After thr usual compliments : — 

Raghunath Singhji Girdawar of Sarada gave us many troubles, and forcibly made us 
write a pledge that we shall not pay revenue to Salumbar, and had our thumb irapressions 
forcibly affixed to it. Therefore we beg to state that we are in grert distress and should 
soon be protected. ^ 

Amar Singhji of Pgra’s application. ' 

After the usual compliments : — 

On the Jeth Sudi TZth Raghunath Singhji Girdawar of Sarada arrested the people of my 
village Dhanda, Magra of Khandela and had them beaten and placed under arrest and extorted 
from them a written pledge not to pay revenue to me. This is a very unjust act and necessary 
action must soon be taken. The income of my village is E600. The Sarada people would 
oppress me, so arrangements must soon be made. 


Naik Ahmad Aliji, Jagirdar of Earmatya’s report to the Ziladar Magra, 

After the usual compliments 

_ Garda Gotma and Jameti Amra of my village have told me that Raghunath Singhji 
Baball, Kamdar of Sarada, having extorted a pledge from them, had their thumb impressions 
forcibly affixed |:o it and then told them that it was a pledge of not paying revenue 
to the Jagirdar and the Rawatji of |Salumbar. Now I beg to say that a third part of my 
village had previously been annexed about which I had applied to Sri Haznr before and 
now the Girdawar "has thus forcibly extorted a pledge from the Zaroindars. This jagir is 
the only means of subsistence that I ffiave. Now it would be difficult for me to maintain 
myself, therefore arrangements should be made early otherwise we shall die of starvation. 
Steps must soon be taken to keep the Sarada people from taking away my revenue. 


Javan Singhji’ s application of Baisaih Sudi 7th, Samlat 1970. — (A.) 

After the usual compliments 

In my father's life time the employes of Sarada had sent messages stating "the 
jagirdar of Isarwas is happy because he has turned against Salumbar, Salumbar cannot 
give him any trouble — why do yon follow Salumbar and not bring your cases for trial 
at Saiada. If yon will not do so you will suffer." Recently Alt Hafizjl came and 
impounded the produce of my Ser land of the Baoris, whereupon I remonstrated that it 
.was hereditary laud and its corn should not be impounded. He replied "why do yon not 
let us make enquiries and do as we tell you. You had received a bint from Sarada before 
and if you had acted on it you could not have suffered the loss." Then I said that I was 
an old jagirdar of Salumbar and Sespur also is under Salumbar, so I can have enquiries made 
with the permission of Salumbar only. On this account, the people of Intiwala have been 
instigated to got up this dispute of Sespur. Now if I do not consent to this inquirv 
they would take away my corn (about 50 or 60 manis) of both Baoris, and if I.x:onseD 
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l>oth vilhges belong to S.ilnmbar and we h.ive never had enquiries made by the Khala 
Iladbut before, is'ow I arn in great distress :.ud request that steps may soon be taken in 
this matter, ctherui'e my people would die without corn. The survey is deter nined to carry 
away our corn and has placed his sowars on the farms. I am in great distress and arrange- 
ments must bo mide to prevent him from c.arrying away my corn otherwise I will per force' 
have to do as be tells me and you would be displeased with me. I am in a dilemma and 
rcqa<'st early help. 

A/fUciiton suhmitted hg Til Sevi Singhji, Jagirdar of Eathri to tie Thanadar .SaMrt. — (B.)■ 

Atter the usual compliments 

The oppressions of the sowars of Sarada in my village have now become nnhearalle, and 
the zamindars h.id on this account deserted the village details of which I have from 
time to time submitted to you. No arrangements have yet been made and now Eaghunath- 
Slaghji " Girdawar Izlai gair came here from Manpur after 1 p.M. with sowar Kaloo 
and IlavilJar Eahim Khan of Thana Eathri and summoned my zamindars Keshva, Garda 
Dhniya, Borya and Bhairya, etc., and under threat of putting them in iron, extorted fromi 
them false statements ; — 

“ Wo have no complaint against the sowars and sepoys of Sarada, nor do they oppress- 
or assault us.” But these statements h.rve been extorted by force and intimida- 
tion to refute the charges standing against them. When Hakims themselves 
do such things, where shall we poor people be heard and given justice. We are 
-thus being ruined and anrangements must soon be made. 

When I got this information I al»o went before the Girdawar and he threatened to putme- 
in irons also and to reduce me to starvation. He said that if 1 did not yield to S.irada the 

revenue of ray village would be impounded, and if I did not serve with the sowars, tbeif 

piy would be recorered fiom my village. He said all this and then tried to overawe and 
intimidate mo and recorded my statement. Villagers had certainly^ fled away but I do not 
know why they had lied, and when I ran at that time I was at Salumbar. He pressed in e 
thus and threatened to put me in the stock and made me sign. Therefore*! beg to say' that 
instead of redress, I am subjected to this fresh 'trouble, so necessary steps should be taken in 
this case. 

Ahmad Alijds npplifation dated JBaisah: Sudi 4th, Sambat 1973 . (C.) 

After the usual compliments : — ^ 

I have been graciously ordered to serve at the Thana of Eathri and I am carrying 
out these orders. Eecently, Girdawar Eagbunath Singhji came from Bharai to Eathri and 
said to me “ why have you come here, you should leave the Thana and . go away. Why do' 
yon obey Silumbar’s orders, remain at Eathri. You must do as I tell you or yon will fare 
ill.” Then I said that I lived by Salnmbar’s gift and had to do service in return. 

Then he said ” Isarwas has lived by Salumbar’s bounty but he obeys ns and does as We tell 

him, therefore wo Ahalkars of Sarada help him — in the same way if you will obey us it wilj 
b; well for you, otherwise I shall have report made from Sarada and your village annexed, 
and leave you without iood.” In this strain he admonisheJ me a great deal need many vulgar 
w jrds. 

Therefore I beg to say that I live by your gift and am bound to serve as I am toldl 
but the empbyees of Sarada say such things and I pray that necessary steps may be taken. 


31 

Letter dated the JulylSl?. 

Frone — Uawat 0^•AE Si:;on of Salumbar, _ 

To— The Ho'elb .Sie Eeeioi G. Cotvis, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Oovsmor-General in Eaipatana 
ilount Abu. '■ 

I beg to state that since tbe last seven or eight year--, the Zila Hakims of Sarada, etc., have 
been exercieing great severity towards my people. Details of it, I have duly been submifting 
t-) tbe IMabkma Khas and the Resident, and with ray letter No. of , I had submitted 
to you aisj a statement desoribing some of these troubles. A statement showing the subsequent; 
tr.ubles is ujw enclosed for your perusal. 
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I regret to say that as yet no aetioa has been taten on my incessant representations* 
Now the matter has gone so far th't scarcely a day passes without bringing with it some new 
trouble. If there is any reasonable excuse for this procedure why is Salumbar not informed of 
it and asked to carry out orders ? Whenever any reeove’’y. arrests, etc., are to the made in a 
foreign State or anElaqaitis everywhere customary to write to the State or Elaqa for 
compliance. In Mewar too, it is customary to do so, and this pr ocedure is followed towards all 
the IJmraos of the State. I now beg you to consider if it is just and reasonable to deny even 
this common and usual right to Salumbar which as is well known to you possesses rights far 
.exceeding those of any other Thikaca in Mewar. 

I have continually been writing to the'Mahkma Khas about this, but no notice has been 
taken of it. I beg to draw your attention now, to the facts, viz., (t) that I think I have com- 
mitted no fault to merit such treatment, and if unwillingly, I have done some wrong, it should 
be pointed out to me ; but what law can justify the oppressions to which my poor people are 
daily being subjected without cause. Secondly, by what constitutional policy is it justifiable to 
ullow the Hakims or the subordinate Ahalkars to grow so hold that they may without cause 
molest the people, or insult and Instigate the subordinate Jagirdar to turn against the Thikana 
or iinpound the revenues of villages without any cause or giving information. 

The Mahkma Khas does not listen to my requests. Instead of checking this evil, it 
isends back my complaints for enquiry to those very offi rials against whom they have been 
made. These officials then beat and intimidate the people to extort from them false denials to 
ull the cha-ges, and thus falsify all my true complaints. How far it is ju§^t and righteous to do 
so, I submit to your judgment. Under these circumstances, how can I or my people hope to 
obtain just redress. 

On this account I and my peopld are in great distress and I respsctfully appeal to you 
to save them from being mercilessly beaten and put in the Stocks, and the many other hard- 
ships to which they are daily being subjected. Otherwise the result would be either that 
my people would on account of this pressure and persecution per force turn against my authority 
or desert the villages and this old Thikaua would be utterly ruined, which would be offensive 
to the kind and benevolent policy of status quo which the Government has invariably 
followed towards all the ancient and noble house of India. Or if weiried of these unbearable 
and oonstint sufferings, the people, in spite of my vigilance and strict control, ever in any way 
retaliate their wrongs, the result would be against the peace and the Thikana would be 
blamed for it. Since in either case the result is likely to be harmful I beg you to kindly give 
the matter your early and favourable attention. Unless thh district officers are emphatioally 
warned the trouble would go on increasing. 

A refeience to entry No. 6 of the enclosed statement would show you that these sowars 
even hinder my servants in the discharge of their official duties, and for their illegal gain - 
impede the course of justice. In many of my villages, sowars have been placed without any 
cause, who in addition to oppressing my people are doing such acts also. If they are allowed 
thus for their gain to protect the offenders from justice how would the peace and security of the 
Thikana and my people be effected by it. 

I am fearful lest my numerous appeals and complaints be misconstrued. I therefore 
earnestly beg you to kindly have enquiries made by any just and unprejudiced officer to enable 
you to form a correct estimate of sufferings. 

Under the Government's benign rule all the people of India high and low are enjoying 
undisturbed peace and security, but I cannot understand why my unfortunate Thikana is not 
taken notice of. I doubt not that in course of time my case, too, would he looked into, but since 
this is a matter of my people being daily molested and my J agirdars being robbed of their 
bread, I pray yon to kindly give it your kind attention early. I also pray you, respectfully, 
40 kindly advise me as to what I should do to keep mjself immune from these troubles. I am 
now in extreme distress and am ready to obey your orders and act up to your advice for I havo 
ever looked up to you as the Thikana’s kind and just friend. I hope you will kindly consider 
over my petition and favour me with a reply for which I shall rera.ain ever grateful, 

8 A S Q Eaj 



No. 


66 


Serial No. 31 ] Griovancos of the Kawat of Salumbar against Mewar. 


No «nd date of 
rofort. 


Designation of 
reporting officer. 



No. and dato of 
letter sent to the 
Hahkma Khas 


1 j No. 133, dated Ziladar Chhappan Two hundred hales of grass wore given to 1 No. 891, dated; 
Baisak Sad the sowars of Sarada who have nnnece'sa- f Baisak Sud 


10th, 1973. 


No. 14, dated 
Asarh Sud 
11th, 1973 


No. G, dated Jnilh 
Sad 14tl. 1973. 


4 No. 13, dated 
I Asarh Bad 
3id, 1973. 


Girdhari Singhji 
Girdawai. 


No. 433, dated Ziladar llagra 
I A-arh Bad Vth, 

! 1978, 


Asarh Bud 7th 


Kotwal Gul Mo- 
hamad Khan. 


^ o 41, da*cd i 
“e.’-h Sud 4tL, 

1C73. 


G i r d a w a r 
Girdhari Singhji, 


rily hecn kept at Pangamra from the Stock. 
The sowars have not yet paid Ed for its 
cost. 


11th, 1973. 


The sowars of Sarada who are at Pangamra No. 848, Jaith, 
took away 4 seers ofoil twice fiom Amri Budlst, ]9i3. 
Teli of Jall.ara and Sowar Dal Singh oven 
thicatencd to nse criminal force. Sowars 
and EOpoys como daily and bring some- 
times leather straps and some times their 
shoes to bo greased, etc. 

Dalla Patel of Jaitana's hnffaloes while Asarh Bud Sth. 
grazing in the forest strayed away to the No. 930, 
ris-er-side near Pangamia. Sowar Khajoo 
Khan seized them and demanded Bo. He 
realised them when Jamadar Sher Moham- 
mad promised to pay B 0-12-0 to him. 

Some sowars who are at Pangamia fivst Asarh Bud Sth^ 
threatened and did strike Lalya and iManva, No. 929, 
ohnmavs of Jallaia and had a leather 
mariingal and headstall made and shoes 
also and did not pay a pice. Names of these 
sowars are not known Again another sowar 
(name not known) and IjbI Singh came to 
Jallara threatoted to beat the chaniars and 
took away two leather straps. They have 
grown very otToneive. 

Entered in the report after enquiry, vide Asarh Bud 8tb, 


Devr Singhji Jagiidar Balhris’ report: 
Girdawar Eughnnth Singhji of Sarada came 
to EathrianJ summoned the Zamindars and 
placed them under arrest and was scolding 
them when the Jagirdar having got news 
of it came there also. The Girdawar told 
him not to go to Salambai's Uhuna and 
como^to their Thana and sed-ve there and 
if he would not do so he would ho reduced 
to destitntioD, and had the signatares of 
the Eamindars affixed to some kind of stats- 
menls He also threatened to handcuff and 
dishonour the Jagirdar and said many other 
evil things. 

Sowar Ibrahim was sent to fetch Savram 
Brahman, who was called in connection 
with some c.ase, from Khoiri Patta Salumbar. 
He bad proper authority for it. The above 
named Sowar repor'ed that "the Brahman 
refused to como with me his son named l.orya 
went to the village of Sospur where sowars 
have been sent from Sarada and brought 
a sowar named Mnharik with him and paid 
him two rupees. Tl is eowar asked me 
wliy I had come thero and what was my 
bnsiness. In the meantimo, three more 
/owars of Sarada carao thero and surround- 
ed me and snatched the letter of authority 
from me, and had mo pushed by their 
horses and after abusing me violently, inten- 
d d to pinion me and send me to Sarada. 
They proceeded to disarm mo" Thesepny 
bore all this patiently and asked them to 
show the authority (on which they acted) but 
thev said that they had no Written order. 
The Sarada Hakim had given them verbal 
orders. The sowars d d not let him bring 
the a'ami (Brahaman Savram.) 

Entered in the report : — That sowar Mubarik 
and two other sowars whose names are not 
known have been appointed at Sespar Patta 
Salumbar and a Thana established thero. 
These Sowars oppress and misguide the 
people. 


No,93\. 
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No. 401— 31, dated Mount Abu, the 18th July 1917. 

Endorsed by the First Assistant to the Agent to the Governor-General, Rajputana. 


Serial Ko. 29. ^ -■ 

(Serial Nob. SO and 31). 

(1) Ene- Pelition No. 64 of June SOtli)' 1917, 
and (2) Eng. i etition of Jnly 1. 17, from Eawat 
pnar Singh of Salambar, Mewar : 


Forwarded to the Eesideut, Mewar, 
in contimiaticn of this office en- 
dorsement No. 340-31. of June 15tb, 
19J7. 


The Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General hopes the Eesident will he 
.able to give him a^report on the alleged grievances of the Eawat of Salumbar 
Jiefore he goes to IJdaipur. 


33 

Memorandum. 

\ 

I seldom failed to keep-Your Honour as well as the Resident informed of my troubleg and 
jdiffioulties ; and as they arose I took oppOitunity of writing to Four Honour and the Resident 
Sahib regarding them from time to time. Lately, I addressed Your Honour upon the subject of 
my newest trouble which arose this year, andsubmitted a letter dated 15th April 1917, contain- 
ing a detailed account thereof. I trust. Sir, therefore, you are fully aware of my condition. 

1 haye so far not succeeded in finding any way of setting over the troubles into which I have 
been enmeshed. And yet on account of my misfortune, my pursuers, undaunted and unchecked 
find themselves absolutely free to persist in heaping upon me troubles after troubles, till my 
condition, financial and other, has grown from bad to worse and is being daily accentuated. I am 
^experiencing difficulty even in performing my daughter’s marriage. You can imagine. Sir, 
,w’nat it costs me to say this. Again, now, very recently a communication from the Mahkma 
Khas of Sri Raj is inflicted on me demanding that I am liable to a twelve month attendance, 
that is to say, the whole year. This demand is sprung upon me in direct contradiction of all 
ancient tradition, hitherto honoured uninteruptted and long-standing usage and without any 
show of observance of rules of honor or royal custom. 

I pray you, Sir, to kindly so arrange that I may not be dealt with in this matter with 
extra hardship and that no decision be taken in the matter unless opportunity be given me of 
making my representation and refuting the charges and proofs, if any, brought on behalf of 
the state and unless a. full, thorough and regular enquiry into the matter is entrusted to an 
jndependent arbitrator, officer or judge. 

" Still, again, potwithstanding the supeivision of criminal tribes residing on the Dnnger- 
pur Mewar boundary, footmen as well as horsemen had been appointed and sent by me and 
were present there. Hakim of Magra, it appears* from another communication from the 
Mahkma Khas, sent another force of footmen and horsemen ; and now the cost of these 
latter also is charged to me, and pressing demands are being made and urgent measures taken 
for its recovery. 

Hard-pressed in every way and finding myself in this helpless condition, I seek your 
protection, Sir, and respectfully but sincerely and emphatically urge that my distress is 
becoming almost past endurance. Throwing myself upon your mercy as well as scale of justice^ 
1 depend upon you to advise me and to find me a way out of my difficulties. If justice fails 
me. Sir, at your hands, there will be no hope, left for me and my Thikana. 1 have accorded 
^ and do accord fullest obedience to the Sri Darbar, but attempts are allowed to be made which 
aim at, and have the effect of, curtailing my long-enjoyed rights, bit by bit, and 1 only wish. 
Sir, to preserve my rights,. my honor and my estate. 


6S 
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Telegram No. 217, (1 ted the 12th August 1917. 

From — The Resident at iJdaipur, 

To —The Secretarr, Rajputana Agency, Camp. 

Your endorsement 40i July IStli. Question was gone into yesterday 

='nal Xo 32 evening witli Darbar hope ■ to explain 

‘ ' “ matter personally to Agent, Governor- 

General on his arrival here. 
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Serial No. 27. 


No. 2G2, data! Udaipur, the 1-lth Saptomber 1917. 

From- A. T. nolilE, Estj., I.C.S., Itesidont in Meuar, 

To— C. J. OL.A.NCT, Esij., I.C.S., Firat Assistant to tho Hon’bla tbo Agent to the Qorornor-Genarnl, 
Rajputana, Mount Abu. 

With refercnco to yonr letter No. ■, dated the l4th May 1917, inquiring 

31-jIewar 

whether any new oircnmetances requiring th© 
attention o£ the Hon’ble the Agent to th© 
Governor-General have ari'ien in connection with the Eawat of Salumbar, I have the honour to 
submit a note on each of the tight complaints included in the Appendix to the Rawat'e letter 
No. 35, dated 21th April 1917, to the Hon’ble the Agent to the Goveinor-General. The 
Rawat’s letter and OQclo^uros, as aUo his letter No. 44, dated the Slst May 1917, to the 
Ilon’blo Sir Elliot Colvin, and its enclosures, (received under your endorsement 

Eerial No. 29. No. dated the loth June 1917) are herewith 

31 

returned. The note on complaint No. 8 in the Appendix to the Rawat’s earlier letter may be 
t eated ns the brief repert called for in your endorsement of lOth June, 1917. 

2. Hie subject matter of the complaints contained in the Rawat of Salnmbar’s letter’*' 

r^fr,.r.,r No. 54, dated the 30th June 1917, and his letter 

•Both herewith returned. Governor- 

General {vide your endorsement No. ^it dated the 


tSeriol No. 32. 


16th July 1917) are al=o connected with complaint No. 8 in the appendix to his letter 
No. 35 of 24th April 1917. Salurabar’s case, brielly, is that if it is necessary and desirable to 
keep police posts at Rathri and Pangamra, both in the SaTumbar estate, (a proposition which 
he does not admit) the sepoys and sowarn of these posts should be Salumbar men and noj 
Earbar men, and the Darhar, if they insist on keeping their own men at the two posts should 
pay for them themselves, and farther, if they demand payment from S.alumhar this should he 
made in regular form by the !Mahkma Kbas is communication with the Eauat’s Lead officials 
The Darb ir should not, as they have done, ticitly permit the Hakim of the Magra district 
f iroibly to collect rents directly and to an arbitrary and undetermined extent from villagars of 
the Salumbar estate. 


8. The Ivie war Darhar’s reply to this complaint is that Salnvnbar does not properly police 
the Dnngarpnr border where it marches vrith his own estate ; that many complaints on this 
EOOfp having fapcn received from the Dungarpur Darbar, the suggestion was made by Mr. Hill 
as P.esidear, in 1007, to post Darbar sowars at selected border villages in Salumbar and othef 
estates, and this was accordingly done ; that in accordance with the usual custom Salumbar is 
hound to make good to the Ale.var Darbar the expense thus devolving on it through Salumbar’s 
default ; and that owing to Salumbar ’s general contumaoions attitude, the Darbar have been 
left no option but to cclleat payment direct from the villages which permit criminals to pass 
cnchechad into and back from Dungarpnr. 

4. Tlc main points at issue appear to be : — 

[sj is it necessary to keep Darbar sowars at certain Salumbar villages along tho 
Dungarpnr border, or can Salumbar safely be trusted to make efficient [lolice 
arrangements there ? and 
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(5) assuming that Darbar men must be so maintained, are the Darhar justified in 
collecting the pay of the men direct from Salumb.ir villages in the event of 
Salumbar, on demand, declining or failing tv pay for them ? 

From my experience when I was in charge of the Dungarpur State during the minority 
administration there some ten or twelve years ago, I can say'thit unless there has since then 
been a .considerable improvement in Salumbir -management (which I think is unlik‘"ly) it 
would not be wise to allow that estatt to undertake the policing of the Dungarpur-Salumbar 
border on the Hlewar side without any control by the Mewar Darbar. The Darbar are undoub- 
tedly fortified in their justification of the action taken by them in this matter by the letter 
which they received in March 1907 from Mr. Claude Hill, the then Resident. He sent a 
list of four jagir villages in Mewar along the Dungarpur border where police might be posted, 
and said that if Ithe Darbar appointed the police and recovered the cost from the Jagirdars 
concerned, the latter would certainly try to make proper arrangements to control the bad 
characters in their jagirs. On the other hand, if the Jagirdars were ordered to post their own 
police in these places, the police of one jagir would have no jurisdiction in another jagir, and 
their control over the border criminals would to that extent bo ineffective. 

It appears to me, in regard to [b) above, that it would be more regular and in accordance 
with custom for the Darbar to attach a Salumbar village and use the proceeds to cover the 
cost of their police posts rather than to make direct c-llections from Salumbar tenants. Neither 
His Highness the ^Jlaha^ana nor, so far as I know, the Mahkmi Khas, Mewar, desire to 
countenance any wilful oppression against Salumbar ; but I do not feel confident that the 
same can he said about the Hakim of the Magra district (Jagannathji Dhinkria) and his sub- 
ordinates. , 

And there can be little doubt that as the relations between the Darbar and the Rawat ar® 
so unfriendly, the Maharana is perhaps sometimes inclined to lend a too ready credence to 
exaggerated reports m ide by the Hakim against this Jagirdar, and to sanction measures 
<7hich he would not have countenanced if he had been made fully aware of the true facts of 
the case by a more tnistworthy and impartial district officer. 


Nofe on Ihe Appendix to the Eawat of Salumbar’s letter No- 85 of 24th April 1917 to the 

^ Jlon’hle the Agent to the G over noT‘ General, 
Rajputana. 


Serial No. 28. 


I. — Salumbar states that he has been wrongfully dispossessed by the Hakim of Sarara 
(Magra district) of his long standing ownership and possession of the village Kelai. 

The Mewar Darbar say that Kelai is not a separate village at all, nor is it entered in the 
patta of Salumbar. Kelai is a portion of the village Adwas, which was formerly in the jagir 
of Bambora. Adwas was confiscated from the Bambora jagirdar and made Khalsa, but the 
Kelai portion of Adwas, by the negligence of the Darbar officials, was not confiscated along 
with the parent village but remained in possession of certain Rajputs to whom it had been 
made over by the jagirdar of Bambora. 

Rawat Jodh Singh, the immediate predecessor of the present R .wR of Salumbar, was 
-transferred by adoption from Bambora to Salumbar. When he succeeded to the Salumbar 
estate, he brought with him the Rajputs who held the Kelai lands, t!)ok over those lands from 
them and treated the Kelai area as if it were part of the Salumbar estate and in Iku thereof 
gave to the Rajputs half the Salumbar village of Chatpura. 

The Darbar state that their version of the history of Kelai is supported by — 

(a) the evidence of neighbouring villagers and of Bambora people ; 

(b) documents 105 years old by which the Kelai lands were mortgaged by the Eajputs 

of Adwas (Bambora and afterwards Khalsa) to certain Dangis of Ajbaru, a 
Salmnbar village. These old documents have been verified by the descendants 
of the mortgagees ; 

(c) the unanimous opinion of the — one of Ajbara (Salumbar and the other of 

- Adwas (Khalsa) — appointed by tbe Boundary Settlement Officer, Mewar, to 

- ' demarcate the Ajbara-Adwas boundary. These panches in marking out the 

boundary line, placed the-Kelai area well within Adwas limits. 

8 A Q G Baj 
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The Boondarr Settlement Officer confirmed the line drawn by the panches. 'Salumbai 
filed an appeal against the Bonndarj Settlement Officer’s decisioa, and the appeal is under the 
Darbar’s consideration. Salnmbar has now been directed to submit all his proofs to the 


Darbar. 

II —Salnmbar states that a village named Dantari (or Dantardi) of the Salnmbar pstate, 
had been assigned by one of his ancestors to certain Charans On the Charans dying without 
malo heire and leaving two widows, the Darhar Hakim of the jMagra distr'et took possessioi\ 
of the deceased Charan’s property on the pretext that it was being tampered with by the 
fcalumbar officials, and afterwards the Hakim raised the claim that Dantxri had been given ii^ 
jogir by the Darhar and had nothing to do with Salnmbar, 

The Darbar’s reply to this complaint is that the case of this village first came to the 
notice of the State officials on a complaint by the Charans' agent that on the death of one of 
the widows, the Salnmbar officials bad come to Dantardi and wrongfully taken possession of the 
widow’s house. Inquiries were instituted, and the surviving Cbaran widow submitted in writing 
to tbe Boundary Settlement Officer, about 2 years ago, that the village was a direct grant made 
by the Darhar. This written statement of the widow was subsequently verified by her before 
an official of the Boundary Settlement Office who was specially deputed to Dantardi._ The 
widow’s statement is confirmed by a partcana issued in A. D. 1801, during the rule of Maha- 
rana Bhim Singh, by which certain Charans of this village were exempted from the payment 
of a number of cesses. Dantardi is not, the Darhar say, entered in the patta containing a list 
of Salumhar villages. ^ 

Since the hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General's recent visit the Darhar have 
issued au order to Salumhar that ha should put forward all his proofs to substantiate his 
claim. 

III. — Salnmbar says that the Dungarpur Darhar complained that the Dungarpnr-Salum- 
bar border was insufficiently policed and suggested that a police thana should be established at 
Manpur, belonging to Isarwa®, a snb-jagirdar of Salnmbar, and a police chuwki at Bhabrana, 
a village on this border which happens to lie in the Bhadesar jagir. To meet the wishes of 
Dungarpur, Salnmbar placed a thana of Salumhar police at Manpur, The Darhar Hakim of 
the Magra district however instigated the sub-jagirdar of Isarwas, who is on bad terms witlr 
Salnmbar, to turn out the Salnmbar police by force from Manpur. Not content with this, 
the Hakim of tbe Magra persuaded^ the Mahkma Kha^, Mewar, that Manpur and Bhabrana 
were not snitable places for establishing police posts to guard the Dungarpur-Salumbar border, 
and orders were issued that a thana should be located at Rathri and a cbowki at Pangamra, 
both villages held directly by Salnmbar. In obedience to the ordefs of the Mahkma Khas, 
Salnmbar sent his police to those two places ; but the Hakim went still further and deputed 
Darhar sowars to Rathri and Pangamra who molest the villagers and " whose agressiveness has 
even cost the life” of one of the Salnmbar sepoys. Tbe cost of tbe Darhar polfoe at 
these outposts is debited against Salnmbar. 

The Darbar answer to this complaint is that Manpur was not considered a suitable place 
for a police post to check trans-frontier crime in the Dungarpur State by IMewar subjects, 
because it is some miles witbin tbe Mewar border, while Bhabrana is largely inhabited by. 
sturdy Ilajputs who are well able to keep down the criminal Bhils of tho neighbourhood, and 
to whose interest it is that tracks of stolen cattle, etc., should not be traced into their village 
thereby saddling them with tbe responsibility for making good thq value of the stolen 


property. For those reasons, Bathri and Pangamra were chosen for police posts instead of 
Alanpur and Bhabrana and' Darbar police were sent there. It is the usual practice in Mewar^ 
when Darbar police have to be deputed to a jagir village in consequence of the inahili'^ of 
the Jagirdar to maintain order and keep down crime, that the cost of such police is recovered 
from the Jagwdar. 


My own opinion is that it is desirable to establish another police post, say at Bhabrana, 
in addition to, and intermediate between, those at Rathri and Pangamra. The death of the 
Sa’nmbar sepoy is admitted by Salnmbar to have been cqnsed accidentally by the careless 
handling of his gun by a Raj sowar. The Darbar propose to make further inqnirie; through 
Rao Bahadur Pandit Sukhdej Prasad, in consultation with myself, about the sites for the 
location o" these police posts. • ' - 
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IV. — Salumbar Bays that the people of Manpur, belonging to Isarwas, a enb-jagirdar of 
Salumbar complained to Salumbar of the oppression of the Isarwas jagirdar. Isarwas, when 
called npon by Salumbar to explain his action, did not do so and behaved with insolence. 
Salumbar then placed some of his men in Manpur to protect the people and keep them from 
deserting the village. The Darbar, Hakim of the Magra, however, who assists Isarwas in his 
insubordination towards Salumbar, has sent Rajsowars to Manpur and they and the Isarwas 
men are oppressing the people who in consequence are fleeing from the village. 

The Darbar state that on receipt of a communication from myself forwarding a petition 
purporting to be from certain people of Manpur complaining of ill-treatment by the jagirdar 
pf Isarwas, the Hakim of the Magra was directed to submit a full report. The alleged 
signatories of the petition, however, denied that they had submitted any such representation 
and said that they had no complaint to prefer against either Isarwas or the llaj sowars. 

The relations between Salumbar and Isarwas are just as strained as are those of the 
Darbar and Salumbar, and cross-complaints, regarding the truth or falsehood of which it is 
practically impossible for me to form any adequate opinion without making a personal inquiry 
on 6ie spot, are constantly received in my office. 

y. — Salumbar complains against the present Boundary Settlement Officer, Mewar (Pandit 
Tribhuwan Nath, Sopori), asserting that he decides cases, -in which Salumbar is concerned} 
fx parte and in the absence of the Salumbar representative and that the Boundary Settlement 
Officer and the Hakim of the Magra district, by intimidation, compel Salumbar tenants and 
8ub-jagirdars to mark out the boundary line in a manner injurious to the interests of Salumbar . 

The Darbar state that Salumbar was given repeated notice to send his representative to 
.conduct the boundary cases on bis behalf, but refused to do so saying that unless his appeals 
were decided in his favour he would have nothing more to do with the Boundary Settlement 
Pfficer. 

' Before Salumhar took up this attitude 19 eases had been decided by the Boundary 
Settlement Officer, in which Salumbar was concerned. Salumbar filed appeals in 10 of those 
19 cases. 'Five of the 10 appeals ate still pending before the Maflkma Khas. In the other 
5 Salumbar’s ground of appeal was a claim on his part to Jaisamand Bun lands which, 
situated as they are below the contour line,” by the Darbar’s orders of 1908 are undoubtedly 
Khalsa property. Those 5 appeals were consequently rejected by -the Mahkma Khas. 

^ Salumbar has himself stated personally to me' last winter that as he did not get justice 
from the Boundary Settlement Officer, nor, on appeal, from the Mahkma Khas (which he 
regards as an interested party in the appeal) he did not intend to send his representative any 
more to appear before the Boundary S.ettlement Officer. I told him that I thought his 
attitude was very unwise. 

-VI. — Salumbar states that out of the amount paid annually by Government to the Mewar 
Darbar as salt compensation be is entitled to receive H7S5 per annum. This amount has 
not been paid to him since A. D. 1901, and has now accumulated to a sum of Hll,600 
flue to him by the Darbar. Nazrana and fines imposed on the people of his estate by the 
Darbar should by ancient custom be retained by Salumbar and not paid to the Darbar. But 
hi^representations in the matter have not been listened to, and a sum of 118,000 odd, on 
account of such nazarana and finqs has been claimed from him by the Darbar and deducted 
from the total owing to him as accummnlated salt compensation. A further claim of about 
H2,300 has beeii made from him under the head of settlement (presumably boundary 
'settlement is meant) expenses, 'which have unjustly been imposed on Salumbar. On account 
qf these improper clalins the Salumbar village Amarpura has been confisoated by the 
Darbar. 

It is admitted by the Darbar that Salumbar receives E735 per annum as salt compen- 
pation. It has- been the practice to deduct outstanding State dues before paying the balance 
to Salutqbar ; thus from A. D. 1880 to 1883, the Salumbar salt compensation money was paid 
to the Dewasthan (State ecclesiastical department) in satisfaction of debts due from Salumbar 
^0 that department; and from A. D. 1885 to 1895 and again from 1897 to 1899, the salt 
oompcneation money was adjusted in payment of other State dues. 
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It is not the enstotn, the Darbar maiutain, that nazrana acd fines imposed by -State' 
Coarts on the people of any jagirdar are retaint d by the jagirdar on the contrary those' 
claims have been realised without any difticulty by the Datbtr in the case of other jagirdars, 
c.y., Bidnor, Bhindar and Bedla. As Salnmbar, in spite of repeated reminders, failed to 
pay the amount due to the Darbar on this account, the payment of salt compensation money 
has been held in abe}ance from If 00. In 1909, Salnmbar was famished with aji^ of 189 
eases in which n.azrana and fines imposed on jagir snhjects were realised by the Darbar Conrts 
between A. D.-1S83 and 1905. In 1915, a fnll list of Darbar dues against the e^tat^ was 
supplied to Salumbar with a view to their being paid, but he did not comply. Hence they 
were debited against the salt compensation account. / 

The village Amarpura has not been attached on this account, hut for his disregard of 
Darhar orders in such matters as payment 'of (a) DeWastban dues, (5) debts due to'Seth 
J.iwabarmal, (c) decretal amounts, (d) boundary settlement expenses, .(e) IValterfcrit Sabha 
expenses; and failure to perform full service, to send parties to the Darhar Conits, and tO' 
sarrender convicts in Court of Vakils'" cases to undergo their sentences in the Udaipur Jaih 

This question of salt compensation was discussed by XSientenant-Colonel Kaye, late' 
•Scti.d No. 11, SoU Componsation etc., file. Resident in Mew’ar, in parargaphs 4^ and 5 of his 

rape SS of Aitchuon'a Treaties, Yolame HI. 18th July 1912, to the Eirst 

1 ', O'j Eliliou Assistant. He pointed out that the compensation- 

was not granted to Silumbar by the Government of India under their agreement of 1879 
with the Mewar Darhar and express’d the view that there would seem to be no objection fc 
the aaion of the Darbar provided that money is actually due by Salnmbar to the Darbar 
Treasury and that due credit for the same 'is given in the State accounts. I agree with 
Colonel Kaye’s opinion. 

VII. — Salnmbar states that a village named Anjni is one of his hereditary villages and 
was given away by one of his ancestors to a snb-jagirdar of Salumbar. In spite of this fact 
being abundantly proved, the Hakim of the Magra district has wrongly declared Anjni to be' 
a hamlet of the Khalsa village Agar. 

The Darbar rej>ly regarding this complaint js that the Hakim of the Magra district 
roport'^d that Anjni was not included iu the patta of Salumbar, that it was a hamlet of the' 
Khais.i village Agar, and that the jagirdar of Anjni corroborated this and complained' of undue 
interference by Salumbar. The matter is under inquiry in the Mahkma Kbas, 

VIII. — Salumbar refers to a verbal representation made by him to the Hon'ble the Agent 
the Governor- General regardiag his service at Udaipur. Probably his contention is that he” 
should serve for three mouths iu the year only, as is the general custom with the majority t f 
the first class nobles, and not for twelve months in the year, as the Darbar claim that he 
should. 

The Darbar state that under hie tenure, Salumbar has to render service for twel e months ' 
in the year at the capital. He has from time to time, on the ground of indisposition or for 
other special reasons, applied for leave and the Maharana has been pleased to grant hie appli- 
cation?. Salnmbar now wishes to construe those act? of gacehy which he ohtainend leave into 
a customary exemption from service and thereby to reduce his period of service to three months^ 

In this connection I would invite a reference to paragraphs 26 and 27 of letter No. S9r 
dated 2lBt August 1855, from Colonel Sir Henry Lawrence, Agent to the Governor-General 
in Rajputana, to the Foreign. Secretary to the Government of India (printed at page 262 of? 
the book entitled “ Relations of the Mewar Chiefs towards the Maharana of Udaipur It- 
will be seen that Sir Henry Lawrence, who (as is clear from a letter in which he stated 

that “ the Qonlnama'’^ was prepared la'^ 
•Tf’e paragraph 11 oflaitor No. 39, ^ated the Colonel Lawrence in communication withi 

to above Vakils of all parties, and after repeated re- 

ferences during several months to their principals 
and to me”) had gone minutely into the details of the relations between the Maharana and 
his nobles in connection with the preparation of the abortive Qoulnamat of 1854-55, verbally 

told the then Bawat of Salumbar that he was 
bound to attend the Maharana during the -uhole 
year. Salumbar in reply objected that the terms of his grant did not really mean that he and 


-fPego 19 of AitchiEon’e Treaties, Voltiino HI. 
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Paragraph 27 of letter No. SP, flated the 21et 
Angoet 1856, page 252 oL the printed book of 
.correspondence re the Mewar Darhar’e relations 
with his Chiefs, 


"his followers were to be on pevpetaal duty ; that if he and they had been for years present at 
Udaipur, they had algo been years absent. To which. objection Sir Henry Lawrence, without 

dwelling on the -fact that 'such “occasional 
absence was often caused by Salumbar’s con- 
tumacious conduct, replied that every considera- 
tion should be given to him and all other jagirdars 
“ on terms of obedience and good conduct In 
Article 1 of the Qoulnama of 1854-55, which w«6 not signed by Salumbar, it is laid down, 
.(page 49 of Aitchison's Treaties, 1909 Edition, Volume III) that “Salumbar does not pay 

ehultond, but performs service at tbe capital for 12 months 

On the other hand, the earlier Qoulnam s seam to favour Salnmbitr's contention that hie 
Aitchison’s Treaties, til’d, page 43. term of service is of three months only. Tod’s 

Qoulnama of 5th May 1818, Article 6 “ Accord- 
ing to command, at home or abroad, service shall be performed ; the Chiefs shall be formed in 
four divisions, each shall remaid in attendance on the Darbar for three months, and then be 
dismissed to their homes (In a letter of 26th April 1819, Captain Tod wrote that the Chiefs 
of principal rank had all houses at the capital, where it was usual for each to remain eight 

inonths in the year, belides a genera! assembljr on important occasions or in the seasons^of 
general festivity). Captain .Cobbe's Qoulnama which was agreed to by the parties and 
9 sanctioned, without being guaranteed by Government in 1827, but was not signed by the 
Aitohison'a Treaties, lAid, pages 44 and 46, Parties until 1639, Article 2 “Every Sardar, 

accompanied by half the qu'bta he i's by eanad 
bound to produce, shall do personal service in his turn for three months in each year ; at the 
ppiration of his tour he will be permitted by His Highness to retire to his jagir 

Among the “additional articles to Captain Cobbe's Qoulnama'', which wire negotiated 
Aitokisou's Treaties, Hid, page 46. Colonel Robinson in 1840, Article 2 provided 

“It is customary for every chief to remain with 
his quota of troops in attendance on the Darbar for three months in the year ", 

In Colonel Robinson's further Qoulnama of 1845, Article 1 lays down ; “ The agree- 
C/., Aitohison’e Treaties, Hid, page 48, which ments entered into in the time of hlaharana Bbim 

Singh and Maharana Jowan Singh are to con- 
tinue in force"'. After the general assembly of 
the Chiefs at the Dasserah festival, “ with the 
exception of the Umraos who may be retained by 
the Darbar for duty, the others shall be permitted 
to retire to their homes ; the Darbar shall name the chiefs and the period they are to attend 

on His Highness, -and it will be the duty of each of them to pay implicit obedience to the 

jvishes and orders of His Highness ", 

Some references to this question of Salumbar's period of service are to be found in Major 
Page 36, File No. 287-1, Piabey’s printed “Memorandum regarding the 


diSers in some respects from the version of this 
QoulnaWB from which 1 have gnoted (Govern- 
ment of India’s Despatch to the Coavt of Direc- 
tors, No. 36, dated the 7th August 1848, para- 
graph' 28). 


Pago 36 of those printed pppers 
three mouths only. 

Pa^e 50, Hid. 


vj 

present relations between the Maharana and his 
Saraars "of 1903, and Appendices B and C to that Memorandum. The present Maharana'a 

comments on Tod’s Qoulnama included the follow- 
ing : — “ All Sardars are not rendering service for 
Borne have to render services for twelve months . . “ Salumbar has 

to perform service for twelve months at Udaipur 
with its quota. So the Chief himself should 
jtemain in attendance, with his full quota". Major Pinhey remarked in his Memorandum 
Page 13, Hid. “ Kishnawats, vig., Salam- 

bar, is exempt, both from Talwar Bandhai fees 
^nd chatond on account of his specially esalted and exceptional position, and because he is 
supposed to serve 12 months in the year at Udaipur ", And “ 1 do not know how far Hie 
Page 18, ibid. Highness is correct in saying that some Sardars are 

under an obligation to perform more than the 8 
months stipulated in the Qoulnama. I think perhaps that, except in the case of Salumbar, 
^ho in former days was supposed to remain always at Udaipur in consideration of his being 
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the hereditary “ Ban jgaria" of the State, the Maharana must be referring to the 2nd and 
3rd class Sardars and not to the Solah 

A. T. HOLME, 

71ie Uth September 19J7. Bendent in Meteor. 

36 

No 609, dated the 14th November 1917. 

From — B. J. GiaKct, Esq., I.C.S., First Assistant to tho .Agent to the Gorernor-General, Esjintnna, 
To — A. T. Holme, E q., I.O.S., Besident, Mewar. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 262 of September 14th, 1917, 
a . , ^ and with it of yonr note on each of the 8 com- 

plaints of the Rawat of Salnnibar against the 

Jlcwar Darlar. 

2. Regarding complaints I, II and VII, I am to request that yon •will he good enough 
to favour the Hon’blo the Agent to the Governor-General with a report after 3 months, 
or sooner, if there are any important developments, as to how these cases stand. The Hon’ble 
the Agent to the Governor-General hopes that yon ■will be able to keep yourself informed 
ns to tho Darbar’s proceedings in the matter, and that you will be able also to obtain from the 
Darbar a promise that final orders will not be passed in any of those three cases, until the 
Resident and if necessary, the Agent to tho Governor-General, have had an opportunity of 
being informed of the circumstances and of acquiescing in the orders proposed, 

3. Complaint No. III. The Agent to the Governor General is glad to hear that the 
Darbar pro, osed to make further enquiries through Pandit Sukhdeo Prasad, in consultation with 
the Resident as to the sites for the location of the police posts. 

The Agent to the Governor-General agrees with you that the co-ordinated protection 
of the whole frontier can probably be carried out better by the Darbar than by different 
jegirdars, without the Darbar or in co-ordination with the Darbar. It does not however 
appear neuessary or desirable that any jagirdar village should be attached in order to recover 
the costs until a clear necessity arises. Ordinarily the presentation of bills to the jaglrdars 
should sufRoe, and it 'should only be when this method fails, that recourse should be had to 
tvonger mca ures. 

4. Complaint No. IV . The Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General considers that 
the Hakim of the Magra should be called on by the Darbar to jnstify his action in sending 
Raj sowars to Manpur. 

B. Complaint No. V. No particular case of a prejudicial decision by the Boundary Settle- 
ment Officer has been brought to notice and tho Agent to the Governor-General thinks therefore 
that the Political authorities cannot take any action on a general complaint of this nature. 

C. Complaint No. VI. It appears to be for the Rawat of Salomhar to make good his alle- 
gation that nazrana and fines imposed on the people of his estate by the Darbar should be 
retaiued by the Thikana. The Agent to the Governor-General considers that the Resident 
might reasonably use his influence to get this question properly adjudicated, 

7, Coraplaiut No. VIII. The Hon’ble tho Agent to the Governor-General fancies that it 
is true that in view of his being the hereditary “ Banjgaria " Salumbar is expected to be liable 
to remain on service for the whole 1 2 months, if the Maharana so desires. The Agent to the 
Governor-General told Salumbar when he sarv him in Udaipur in August last that by resist- 
icK this claim he was not likely to Improve hie pospects of getting his other grievances settled 
by the Darbar. The Rawat of Salumbar admits that the Maharana is his lord and master 
but argues that the lord and master cinnot take service from him for more than 3 months.- 
His position is not really logical. The Agent to the Governor-General considers that it is most 
unlikely that the Darbar would really keep him on continuons service for 12 months. 
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No. 83, dated Udaipur, tie 16th March4918. 

From— A. T. Holme, Esq., I.C.S,, E»5ident in Meirar, 

T>. — E. J. Glaxct, Esq , I.C.S , Firat Aesiatant to the Hon’blo the Agent to tho Governor-General, 
Raipu'ana, Mount Abu. 

I have the honour to invite a reference to letter No. 609-31-Mewar, dated the 14th 
Serial No SO November 1917, from your office, dealing -with 

the eight complaints preferred by Rawat Onar 
Singh of Salumbar against the lilewar Darbar. 
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3. No progress has been made by the Darbar as yet in settling the disputes regarding 
the villages Kelai, Dantardi and Anjni (complaints I, II and VII). 

3. The Darbar have now removed their men from the police posts at Rathri, Pangamra, 
and other Salumbar villages along the Dungarpur border, and do not intend to station them 
there again unless complaints are received of the failure of the Rawat and his officials to keep 
order in that locality. This disposes of complaint No. III. 

4. As regards complaint No. IV, regarding the alleged sending by the Hakim of the 
Magi a district of Raj sowars to Manpur, it is believed that the Darbar have recently admonish- 
ed the Hakim. 

5. Rawat Onar Singh has so far failed to make good his contention (complaint No. VI) 
that nazrana and fines imposed on the people of his estate by the Darbar should be retained 
by the Thikana and not paid to the Darbar. It is therefore unlikely that he can expect a 
decision favourable to himself in this matter. 
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In addition to the tronhles and hardships whihh my Thikana (estate) had been under. 
®oing, I beg to state that the following additions (numbered 8 to the last) to the tioubles 
have been made. 

J. Roon of Jaisamand due to Salumbar is under confiscation. 

/ 

3. Damages on account of custom duties have been withheld. 

8. My arrangements in the villages which had been given by my ancestors to the Brah- 
mans as a charity, is interfered with and other villages, vtz., Kalai, Amarpuia and Khuman 
pura have been confiscated. 

4. A great portion of my Thikana (estate) has been included in the Udaipur State on 
the false allegation of boundary dispute, in coDse:iuenoe of which their produce goes to the 
Udaipur State. 

'' 5. My Judicial powers have also been interfered with which has considerably reduced 

my income. 

6. At the instigation of the Hakim of Sarara my subordinate jagirdars have become 
disobedient to me and refused to do service which under the law they are required to do. 

7. Besides this there are many hardships, which have been exercised on me from time to 
time, have been brought to your notice, but I am sorry to state that the evils have not yet 
been remedied and the troubles are increasing in geometrical progression. 

8. Recently, the Mahkma Khas issued a letter No. 44790, dated the 4th July 1917, re- 

-- _ quiring me to render services for full twelve 

*No record. But in this connection, kindly see gjjj .jygs brought to the notice* 

paragiaphs of notes, Honourable Sir Elliot Colvin on 9th August 

1917 but to my great misfortune the matter was left undecided, and a reply to the same letter 
under my No. 16 of 6th January 1918 was sent to the Mahakma Khas, and was returned after 
a few days to my Vakil at' Udaipur who was called to take it back. It is against the proce- 
dure not to entertain the objections from Thikana to the State. 

9 Eight Umraos were called on the occasion of a meeting for recruits and I was one of 
the members. In obedience to the orders issued in this connection, I reached Udaipur on 13th 
September 1917. The other Umraos were allowed, on permission being asked, to go back to 
their estates, but sorry to say that no permission was given to me. 

10, When plague spread in Salumbar I again asked permission to proceed there to make 
arrangements. 1 was then granted permission for 30 days only. 1 then went to Salumbar and 
made so.!ae arrangement. Plague has spread in other villages also, and the villagers have 
evacuated their houses and are residing in the jungles. These jungles are infested with 
Bhlls (a well known criminal tribe) and it is very impossible that the arrangements for the 
security of their lives and properties in the jungles should continue on a satisfactor.v footing 
in my absence from my Thikana as I understand that some of the watchmen appointed by me 
/ for this purpose are dead, in consequence of which the lives and the property are in great 
danger, as no arrangement can be made in my absence from Salumbar. If no arrangements 
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could bo made for the reasons stated above, complaints will arise which coald tend to ?1 k>w ^ 
niv inability of making arrangemeuts. 

11 On my completing the Daserah service, I made a request for permission in the nsua 
manner to go to Salumbar and also by letter No. 28 of 23rd January 1918 to the 
J.l 3 hkma Kbas to which no reply was given to me. I received letter No. 29973 
of 10th February 191S in reply to my application direct to the Hie Highness the 
Maharana Sahib Bahadur instead of a K/ias JluUa (a special letter) setting forth 
the service is to be rendered for fnll twelve months and as 2 months and 15 days have been 
completed on this account, no permission can he granted. 

I, therefore, lay before you these facts that rendering services at Udaipur for full twelve 
months means that I am not to go to Salumbar at all to make arrangements of my estate. 
It is also worth consideration how 12 months expenses should be arranged. Such an order 
contributes to nothing but ruination of my estate and myself. 

Under these circumstances, I beg to request that as long as my replies and objeclions to 
the orders issued from time to time in order to give me unnecessary troubles be not filed in the file 
of the MahkmaJK.has and the questions not decided by any liberal minded and unbiased oSicer 
to be deputed by the Local Government after going through the papers thoroughly issued from 
the Udaipur St ite and replies thereto, all orders may be stayed and I may be recommended 
to the liis Highness the Maharana Sahib B.ihadnr to be allowed to go to my Thikana (Estate) 
Salumbar. " _ 
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Latter No, 11, dated the 30tb April 1020. 

From — r>4.WAT O^Aa SiAon of Salumbar, 

To— lire Agent to the Go\otnor-Genotal, Rojpntana. 

I have tbe honour to lay the following few lines for favour of your kind consideration : — 

That Hikawara is a village under a century old possession of Salumbar and it was granted 
06 a jagiri to the ancestors of Bhandati Devilalji in remuneration and recognition of good 
services. Recently the Hakim of District Court, Sarara, instigated Lorawar Danji Charan of 
Udaipur and caused . him to lodge a suit in his court claiming Hik.iwara as his jagir by 
means of a forged copper plate and thus the H akim has spitefully and in contravention of 
the old systems hitherto prevalent in my Thikana has awarded an cx-parte decree in the 
absence of sufficient grounds and evidence in favour of tbe complainant. I was thenfore 
obliged to lodge an appeal against the judgment passed by the said Hakim with the Raj Sri 
Iilabkraa Khas. But befoie the issue of some express aud decisive orders from Baj Sri 
Mahkma Khas regarding the said appeal the Hakim Sarara has begun effecting execution 
of the decree awarded by him, through Bamina Tehsildar .and some sepoys who have turned 
out the man of Jagirdar of Hikawara and that this matter has also been reported to Raj 
Sri Mahkma Khas Mewar under this office No. 4S6 of Baisakh Badi Nawmi corresponding 
with the i 2th April 1920. Recently a petition from Jagirdar Hikawara of Baisakh Sudi 
11th, has been received saying that his man has been turned ont from Hikawara and the ' 
Hakim Sarara, before the receipt of some decisive orders regarding the appeal against his 
judgment has got the ■ decree enforced by him executed. Bec.ouse the Bamina Tehsildar has 
taken away whole of tbe Basil of this year and the Jagirdars men are starving uithont 
grain. I, therefore, solicit the favour of your very kindly making necessary arrangements 
for the non-interference with village Hikawara and the return of this year's Ha-^il that bad 
forcibly been taken away without which Jagirdar’s people would starve Interference should 
be checked so long as the appeal is pending against the decree. A good deal of Salumbar's 
revenue has' been curtailed by placing several pieces of lands under Khalsa and Still nnneces- 
sary interference by Sarara officials is continued resulting in the utter ruin of my Thikana. 
All of the papers referring to my grievances are in yonr office and I trust jnstice wonld soon 
be awarded after those have been very kindly perused by Your Honour as an authority iepre« 
smting the ^paramount power. Hoping that the above lines would receive your very kind 
aud deep consideration and to- be excused for the trouble. * 


; A. G G. 




